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The Pr kw Evite to 
the Reader. 


, Candid Reader, 


ZZ 01 call you, hid TT 
2 bave you , for ſo I need © 
DYE 509; knowing mach that I 

NAA JO know but little, even ſo 

wnuch, that conſciouſneſs 6 of. - 

imbecillity had «lmoſ ſtupified conſci- _”” 
exce of duty; and had thoſe more an- w 

# tient, more literate, more judicious 
1 claſsical Divines been bat half ſo for- 
{ ward to windicate their ordinations , as 
i they were to engaze young Scholars to 
accept them, 1 ſhould havebeen a Reader 


wt h you, wh:ift jon had brew our Wy- 
A 3 eers : 


The Prefatory Epiſtle 
ters: T, bough in other points (vep have 


done worthily, yet ſhall I praiſe them in 


ths ? 1 praiſe them not ; they have been 
almoſt wholly ſulent and therefore leaff 


the truth ſhould ſuffer, 1 have expoſed * 


theſe rude lines unto publick cenſure : | 


yer no; Dictator-like dogmatically dc- 


termining , but Learner-like, bumbly yet | 
cloſely erquiring 5 and hence it is, that | 


Jou may obſerve ſo many Interrogations, 
and other expreſsions, which you may 
#nderſfland interregatively : yet this pro- 
ceeds not from the clearneſs of my know- 
ledge of nnanſwerable doubts, but from © 
unanſwerable denbts of the clearneſs of ? 
my knewltage: and where you find the | 
moft determinative expreſsions, they are | 


4 


ſometimes to be nnder flood de poſſe & | 


non ceeſſe; and where they are tobe 


#7nacrſiood de efle,cither in general com-: þ 
mendaticns, Jdiſcommendations, or other- {| 
wiſe , you may do me right 10 diſtin-| 


utſh both perſons, times, and places | 
more efpecially let zot any conſtruttion be 


put 


- to the Reader. 
be pnt upon any expreſsion , coptrayy to 
the Authors intention ,. that may _pro- 
duce the leaſt diſloyal reflexion upon the 
Kings moſh,cxcellent © ajeſties Perſon 
or Authority, whom 1 lave and-hounur, 
fear and obey, pray aud praiſe the Al- 
mighty for : Neither let there be thought 
that here s the leaſt anworthy aſperſion 
caſt upon the right reverend Biſhop s( for 
ſo 1 dare fitle them). whom 1 honour 
for their Learning and Gravity, Loyalty 
and Atthority : Nor any Citations, In- 
terregations,0r Animaducrſions, from or 
upan any book whatſoever , be preſſed 
wk. ſnch an anneceſſary conſtruction 4s 
i ultwarrautable.cr unworthy a Chriſtian 
man. Andihoggh Hr. Johns Hum- 
irey be the wery firſt in the Chriſtias 
Church (hat ever 1 heard cr read cf ) 
that. wrote.a woole Tract for Reina i- 
03: yet the reverend Anthor beigffs learn- 
ed ana moderate,the Tract ingenious and 
peaceable, ] ſhould account it diſingennity 
to be abhorred , to deal difengentonfly in 
| A 3 "= "mW 
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{lighte 


'__ ThePrefatory Epiſtle 
the leaſt with ſuch a perſon:and though we 
are ſo unhappy as to differ, not only about 
this point of Reordination,but alſo about 
that other of general Admiſsion; yet 
theſe making ne breach in the foundati- 
ons of Chriſtianity, ſhall make no breach, 
07 my part, in the bonds ef fraternal 
charity : Nay thts 1 hope, that peaceable 
bumble ſpirits will promote charity by 
the candid manazement of their diffe- 
rences , whilſt proud and peeviſh ſpirits 
waſte theirs about the wery punctilio 's of 
their wnitics. A judicious pious perſon 
without paſsionor fattion, a Chriſtian 
Cathalick without a party, is a Phenix 
2 leſſe excellent then rare : Many have 
taught ths way , but few have trod it, 
and fewer will there be, when the neceſ- 
ſary Bhs cal terms of peace ſhall be 

7 and new wnneci{[ary additionals 
ſhall be navanced. But yet if any ſhall 
break peace with me, as an impoſsability, 
or ticzaiity on their falſe terms, yut1 
wil; keep peace with them, if parece ,018 

ettey 
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: 'then hath this man all theſe things ? 
3 Ner as the high Prieſt to the Apoſtles, 
: A 4 ” 


» : 


7 tothe Reader, © 
"better terms. And verily what 1 have 
ere written, was not to kindle contenti- 
"ons, but to allay them ; and he that will 
not believe me, let him for his ſatu- 
f4a#/09 bat read Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, 
where to bis grief he may obſerve what 
dividing, ſcazdalizing contentions _ 
riſen about Ordinations ; for the 
Jventing whereof ia the Church of ® og 
(land, 1 have here produced ar expedient 
'in order toactommoaation, heartily im- 
'ploring the Throne of Grace , that our 
: Proteſtant Biſhops may never joyn with 
the Popiſh Idolatrous Prelates , in decry- 
"ing the Reformers and Reformation » the 
reformed Churches, Miniſtry and Admi- 
' #iſtrations ; Nor like Tedechias quarrel ' Kine. 
| with Micha thus , By what way went ©: 
the Spirit of the Lord from me to 
j ſpeak unto thee ? Nor like the Phari- Marrs. 
F | [ces, who ſaid of Chriſt, 1s not this the > **" 
! Carpenters Son ? - 'Whence 


ts 3.7, 
i 

Collar. 

Carth, 
| rert.alt. 
TS 2273 CC, 


The Prefatory Epiſtle 
By what authority do ye theſe things? 
1 find a nozeble Inſtance in Petilian, 
who pleaded the cauſe of the Dyzatiſts 
in the Counci! at Carthage azainſt 
Saint Auguſtine, who pleaded the cauſe 
of the Catholicks ; and having nothing 
« it were, to ſay againft Saint Augu- 
ſtine, he fals a quarrelling about his or- 
dination, Tu quis es*. Filius Ceciliani, 
an non? Unce coepiſti, quem habes 
patrem £ Unde tua progenies, ubl tu- 
um caput © Si non habes, ergo, bare- 
LicusS.&C. * Even. ſo our revereng Pre- 


latif's have nothipg againſt me, and 


ſuch a5 1, who were neather fiehters nor 
fomenters intbe late unhappy wars, net- 


. ther perjured, nor apoſtaticat, by breaking 


either Oath of Supremacy, Allegiance, 


or Canonical eveatence, or contradicting 


ety ſubſcriptions , having never. bees 


exerciſed with them , by reaſon of our 


' aninority ; We are no Covenanters-;- 0! 


Eneazers, n0 Abjurers of the Royall Far 


mily , azd if others mere engaged in-re- 
bellion, 


OE nn CO EE CT 


ce 


110 og? | 7 
{ bellion, #n ſchiſm, or the like, we will not 


= ow7 j them, nor juſtife them therein, if 
'\ we know ih. 
7, i thelate King , the vielations of the late 
} Parliament, the late Uſarpations , the 
ty uncharitable oppreſsion of 


lian, 


T7; -] 
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liani, f 


1abes 
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Xre- 


Pre- 
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king | 


ice, 


ting © ? 


been | 
" Our © [0 
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fearing not only the entanzlins 1nÞoſt= 


tothe Reader 


We abhor the murder of 


cyeral learn- 
ed and pious Prelatiſts » and thoſe rebelli- 
ous riſings and mutixies ſince his Mar 
! jeſties return, We now make it our buſi- 
\ reſs to preach up peace and ſarity, truth 
aud loyal:'y, and waving contentions, we 
labeur for moderation, «nd condeling the 
ſuppreſston of an honeſt party, we wen'd 
gladly rejoyce in an arcommeaatsis7 ; 
TP" Y 
£1035, but alſo the dividing ſep« rations. 
0h. miſh egain and again, that they had 
never queſtioned our ordination : , for ſure 
1 am, it hath exceedingly bindred an 
accommudation of the old differences , 
and promoted lf. 0 vew arſſenttons. But 


for" the removing this mountain out of 


O 
our way tothe Land of Peace, I ſhatl ont 
of my peanry effer this Mapual of in- 


 ſiruments, 


abs bs ob od => 


a" 3 
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if The Epi tle Prefatory 

_ ſtruments prepared, firſt for myprivate 
uſe,wberein you have, after the Queſtion 
propounded, 1. Certain diſtinctions, 
in order to explication, 2. Certain 
propoſitions for the ſtating of toe Quc- 
ſftion, 3. Certain argumentative In- 
terrogations for further deliberation, 
4. Certain Solutions of Mr, Þ. Hum- 
freys Argumcnts for better ſatisfaction. 
5, Certain coxce(si0ns in order to an 
accommodation. 6. Certain Confidera- 
tions humbly offered to the Impoſers of 
l Reordination, to perſwade to moderation. 
a By which 1 hope to manifeſt tothe world, 
kk that we are not averſe topeace, but paſ- 
/$ fronately deſirous of it 5 not only ready 
ik #0 accept , but ready to offer the moſt con- 
[t  diſcending terms of agreement ;, and 
F more hot yet in the parſuit of peace ſhall 
( w: be , when we can ſee the prattice of 
v7 prophaneſs ſuppreſſed , and the power and 
i pradtice of holineſs advanced , with the 
f feaſt conſiderable enconraging condeſcen- ; 


tion in lower, uninſtitued, unneceſſary £ 
things, © 


[el 


- 
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L to the Reader. 


4 


'glad, and the more at eaſe. 


*Y 


things. Bnt if there be no condeſcention, 
-n0 abatement ,but rather ſwellings hizher 


and higher , then would 1 weep and wiſh 
with Jeremiah, Oh that Thad in che 


wilderneſs a dwelling place ! Ther 


will this old Queſtion come in faſhion 
474in,and deſerve a debate; Whether 


'a Miniſter be bound to preach the Go- 


ſpel, when diſcharged or filenced by 


'the Biſhops? 7 think it ts zot to be 
"doubted if able, pions, painful Preachers 


ſhould ſucceed us, and ſo the Chnrch be 
little or 0 loſer, but we ſhall be the more 
But if onr 
Swcceſſors be inſufficient or ſcandalous, 
76 the hazarding of immortal ſouls, what 
ſhall we do then ? Not preach up rebel- 
dion, or fattion, or the like; there is n0 
Queſtion, but the Queſtion is, Whether 


ve (bould not preach the eſſential Do- 
»CFrines of Chriſtianty, &s that there ts a 


1God, 4 Saviour, a Heaven, 4 Hell, &Cc. 


*mpth the neceſſary prattices of faith, re- 
apentance and gooa works * And thinzn 


d £ 


e 4 
I 


we 


Mm 


3 
go 


The Prefatory Epiſtle 
w? cannot do it in oat Church , whether 
we ſhould not aoit in another? And i 


we cannot in any publick place , whether + 


we (hould not privately from houſe 10 


borſe ?. T, he Reaſons mich ſpeak at | 
preſent azainſt onr eaſe,are theſe. 1. Is. 


ms 


ot our of fice for the exerciſe ? and there- 


fore is nos the office in vain if not exer- | 


-2. gay - 


ciſed * Fruſtra eſt potentia que aon | 
redvcirur in actam. 2. Have we 70t 
promiſcd before God and the Congreea- 


t10n, when we weyte ordained, that we 


would (through grace) continue in this 
work to the end, notwithwithſanding the | 
aiſcouragements we might meet with in 


this world? 3. Did not the irae Pro- 
phets go on topropheſie, and that in pub- 
lick , even when they were prohibited ? 
4. Was not this Miniflry inſtituted is 


times of greateſt diſcouragement * and 
the firſt Minifters ſent forth as ſheep. 
among wolves, with warning to provide. 
for trionlations , and yet no diſpenſatian 
grapted moethen to fly from one City | 


pal 
= - 
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to the Reader. 
to another ? 5, Did not the Apoſtles 20 
en topreach the Goſpel,thouzh prohibited,” 
impriſoned. ſcourged, floned, and many 
muraered efmartyred? Its like theſe knew 
of #0 Quietus eſt from Chriſt Feſus in 
this wirld, 6, Did not the Martyrs and 
Cenfeſſors in the three firſt Centaries 
preach in honſes , in wilderneſſes , and 
caves of the earth, when in danzer every 
day of their lives? 7, Are we 106 
bourid'to preach the Goſpel, be inſtanr 
in ſeaſon and out of ſeaſon « And 
how can we be faithful if we neglect it ? 
8. !s there not a WOtous if we preach 
not the Goſpel? 9g, Have we wot 
wwltitudes of poor,blind naked, ſtarved 
fouls, -mhich are likely to be loft for ever, 
if we help them not? And are not theſe 
moving objects of charity unto us, as 
well as ſnch have been unto others ? 
10, World not ſeducers ſhame our ſilence 
by. their boldneſs ? Our forbearance by 
their continuazce £ Much more minht be 
aaacd , but this may [uffice to be pro- 
PH ted 


Wy "The Prefatory Epiſtle, ec. 
pounded to provoke to further confidera- 
tion. '1 know the devil, the fleſh, and 
carnal friends will ftupifie many a con- 
ſcience which they cannot ſatisfie : But | 
64 that men were wiſe, to be quiet with | 
»athine, bat what will bear them ont at 
the dreadful day approaching , when we | 
muſt all account for our flewardſhip, when | 
we may be no longer Stewards. oh les ns | 
al; be faithful toGod, whatever it cof 
us,and Heaven will ſhortly make amends | 


for all. 
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ODDLY PO ODL:Y 
| THE 

;L QUESTION 
; | Whether a Presbyter ordained by the 
, Presbyterie, may lawfully be reor- 
|  dainedby a Dioceſan Biſhop ? 


CHAP. Lb 


| Wherein are premiſcd certain d:flindi- 
ons in order to the explication of the 


Queſtion. 


I, 
E muſt diftingniſh be- 
twixt Political Miniſters , 
or Miniſters of State , 
and Eccleſiaſtical Mini- 
{ers. 
4 2. There are ſome that 
Aiſtinguith Eccleſiaſtical Miniſters into 
R Preat- 


(2) 

Preaching Presbyters , Ruling Presbyters 
and Deacons, 

3. There are that diſtinquiſh preaching 
Presbyters into Presbyter; primi & ſecunda- 
114, Or majores & minoeres, Or Presbyters, 
ruling over Presbyters , s. e. Dioceſan 
Biſhops, and ſubject Presbyrers. 

4. Let us diſtinguiſh betwixt Presbyters 
duly qualified, and unqualified Presbyters, 

5. Ordination may be conſidered either 
1. As its a Magitterial Soveraign at of 
Chriſt Jeſus, conkſtingin the Inſtitution of 
the office of a Presbyter, determining the 
work and end, deſcribing the perſon, qua- 
lifying by his holy Spirit,and obliging in caſe 
of need to undertake the office, as alſo in 
giving anthority to his Miniſters to try 
mens abilities, and inveſt the qua- 
liked with this power ; and to his 
Vicegerents.the Magiſtrates, commiſſion 
to protect and encourage, and to his peo- 
plea liberty to chtuſe fuch ro watch over 
their particular Congregations ; or 2. As 
itsa Minifterial ac, 

6. In the Minitterial a&, we diſtinguiſh 
betwixt 1, The aR of. the Magiſtrate a[- 
lowing ordinations within his jurifdictions, 
as alſo allowins, coramanding, proteCting 
and encouraging the faithful exerciſe of the 


Mi- 


| (3) | 

Minifterial fantion. 2, The ad of the 
people electing fuch a perſon to be the:r 
Miniſter. 3. And the as of the Ordainers, 
which are probation, approbartiori, bene. 
diction, impoſition of hands,and inveſtiture; 
though theſe five are nor all eſſential to or- 
dination, yet they ſeem to be all integral 
parts thereof. 

7. We muſt diſtinguiſh an ordination to 
the office of the Miniſtry in the Catholick 
Church, and a ſeparation to the work of 
che Miniſtry in a particular Church.. 

8, We ſhould diſtinguiſh the uſage of 
the word, Presbyrerie, either for the Col- 
ledge of Presbyters, or (as in ſome Eccle- 
fiaſtical Writers} for the office of a Pre- 
byter. OE, DN FS 

9. Wediſtinguiſh a Colledpe of truly or- 
dained Presbyters, from a Colledge of un- 
ordained pretended Presbyters. 

10. We diſtinguiſh betwixt heretical ; 
ſchiſmarical , ſcandalous Presbyters , and 
orthodox, peaceable and blameleſſe Pres- 
byters. | 

11. We diſtingniſh betwixt Presbyters 
ordination in ſchiſmatical neceſſitous times, 
and Presbyters ſchiſmarical ordination or 
berwixt Presbyters ordination in a collapſed 
Church , and Presbyters ordination in a 

> Church 


(4) 
Church conſticuted, and otherwiſe conſti- 
tute by Dioceſans, : 

12, We diſtinguiſh betwixt the repulari- 
ty of an ordination and the validity ; ag 
alio berwixt the irregularity and invalidity; 
and the ſame either according to Gods 
Laws,or mans Laws, which fore call law- 
ful and legal. 

13. We allo diſtinguiſh the lawfulneſſe 
of impoſing re-ordination, from the law- 
fulneſſe of ſubmitting therero when im- 
poſed. | 
14. We may diſtinguiſh the lawfulneſſe 
of accepting in foro Dei, in foro conſcientie, 
& in foro humano. 

15. We diſtinguiſh the Jawfulneſſe of 
accepting without any neceflity, and under 
a neceſlity ; and the kinds and degrees of 
neceſlity ſhould be conſidered. 

r6. Wediſtinguiſh a proper Reordinati- 
on (if ſuch a thing can be in the world) 
from a confirmation. 

17. Some diſtinguiſh betwixt a Reordi- 
nation abſolute, and a Reordination hypo- 
therical. 

18. Some diſtinguiſh a Reordination 
accumulative , and a Reordination de- 
ſtruRive, 7.e. of the former ordination, 


. 19. SOME 


(5) 


19. Somediſtinguiſh betwixt Apoſtolical 
and Apoſtatical Biſhops. 

20. We muſt diſtinguiſh betwixt a Re. 
ordination wherein nothing is doubrful but 
the reiteration it ſelf, and a Reordination 
wherein the annexed concomitants may be 
as doubtful as the repetition of thea&, or 
berwixrReordination i» theſi &- in hypotheſs: 
Of i atts gnato & alta excrcito, 


- S— 
——_— wv 


CHAP. IT. 


Containing certain Propoſitions, where- 
of many are preſappoſed in the Dneſti= 
0n', and granted, though not by all 
men, yet moſily ty the perſons that are 
chiefly concerned iz the Queſtion. 


Prop.1. YT is preſuppoled that Jeſus 

Chriſt being Lord over all, hath 

inſtitured and ordained the office of a Pres- 

byter, determined his work, deſcribed his 

qualifications, impowered ceriain perſons 

ro ſet ſome apart to this office, &c, for the 

converting of ſinners, and ihe edifying 95 
1:15 body Myltical. 

Prop.2.Its ro be underſtood that thePresby- - 

| D 3 Len 


(6) 
ter is not 4 meer political Miniſter, bnt an E- 
vangelical Presbyter (for ſo you muſt give 
me leave to call him) nora meer Ryu- 
ling , but a Preaching Presbyter , yet 
not one that rules over Presbyrers ; 
neither 1s it to our purpoſe to enquire whe- 
ther there be any ſuch Ruling Elders or Di- 
oceſans by divine inſtitution, or nor. 

Pyop.3. It is to be preſuppoſed that 
Teſus Chriſt by his Spirit doth qualifie cer- 

' tain perſons, and encline to undertake, and 
enable to diſcharge this Miniftry , and that 
the perſon in the Queſtion is ſuch a one, and 
that his former ordination was not vacated 
through the want of any neceſſary quali- 
fications- | | 

Prop. 4. It is preſuppoſed that no man 
takes this honour to himſelf, but that per- 
ſons qualified are to be ſolemnly ſer apart, 
or ordained to this office, and that the 
perſon in the Queſtion doth 5pſo fafto ac- 
knowledge as much, orelſe to what purpoſe 
doth he trouble himſelf about Reordi- 
nation ? 

__  Prep.F.It isto be underſtood that this Mi- 

nilterial ordination is the ſolemn inveſting 

ofa perſon qualified with Miniſterial power, 
after and with examination, approbation, 
benediction and impoſition of hands , _ 

[Oy | hs 


77 
thatthe perſon in the Queſtion hath re- 
ceived ſo much from the Presbyterie ; and 
that the fault lies not in the defet ofany 
of theſe ats. Here (I confeſſe) is ſome- 
thing more doubtful, as whether rhe Pres- 
byters ordination be an ordination ? bur 
this I leave to others who have ſpent more 
paper upon this Queſtion, then upon the 
other of Reordination : as alſo it ſeems 
doubtful to ſome, whether ordination be 
an inveſtiture with Miniſterial power? This 
more diretly lying in my way , I ſhall 
endeavour to remoye, before I itep one foor 
further. I find ſome that would make 
Ordination but a confirmation or teſtifica- 
tion of our Miniſterial Call. Thus thar 


learned Caſuiſt Baldwin , Ordinatio nihil E'© 2 


eſt alind quam publica & ſolennss legitime 
worations confirmatio , ut conſtet omnibus 
perſonam hanc non ſibi ipfi rapaiſſe munns 
Ecclefiaſticum, &C. melius eſt wacare 
ordinationem ſolennem ritum quo teſtificatur 
ac legitima vocatione ordinands, donugue ne- 
cefſariss , &C. its well known that Ames, 
Hooker, and ſeveral of the Congregational 
brethren, place the eſſence ofthe Miniſterial 
Call in eleftion, and make ordination but 
| adjuntt um conſequens. Now [ acknowledge, 
if ordination ſhould ſuppoſea man to bea 
| B 4 Miniſter 


303 2. 


1033. 


(8) 
Miniſter already,and to be it ſelf but a meer 
ſolemnity, as the coronation of an heredi- 
tary Prince, then there is not ſo much in- 
trinſecal to that ordinance, which may hin- 
der its repetition : but let us not ſo (light 
ordination before we hear what others ſay. 

Sum. it Ordo fignaculum quoddam Ecclefie eft quo 
ſupplem. [9;ritnalis poteſtas traditur ordinato , ſaith 
ad 3. part. >: th 5 

par. in P- Lombard, juſtified herein by Aqui" as. 
Sentent- $0 ſaith that other learned Schoolman F ſts- 
Comment. ug , Orde Sacramentunms off nove legis 4 
'2 oa oh Chriſto inſt:tutum, quo pitefi as (piritual is 
| 1512 "eg tradit wy, &c, So Bellarmine, In ſacraments 


Facr, 1. 2 ck To : | ; 
c 19 De. ordings aaſcribitur in numerum Ducum & 


Min. Eccl. Prepoſitorum hujus militia , & accipit 


P-192. poreftatem aiftribuends alits bona Domini, 
neg ' &Cc. Gerard ſauh , Effeflus ' erdinationis 
166. 186, proprius eft collatio poteſtatis docendi, & ſa- 
Miſcel, cramenta adminiſfranat; ad illum orainatio 
Queſt. p. per ſe airigitnry, eundemque ferpetno & 1n- 
34 fallibiliter conſequstur, A. Antonius de 
dom. |. 2, de Repub. Eccleſ. 6.3. Seft. 24. 

&c. cals ordination Afifiio poteftativa 

which the Loxdony Miniſters and Gelaſpy do 

_ well approve. The Confeſſion of Wirrew- 
bergh ſeerns 'to hold forth the fame do- 

Arine ., we caunet ſee ( ſay they ) what 

#fe there # of thoſe kind of men in the Charch 

which art ordained for thu purpoſe, that they 

; way 


' the Ordainer , and his AQt is moſt properly 


(9) 


the Miniſtery of Preaching, he cannot 


; rightly rake unto him neither the name of a 


Prieft, nor the name of « Biſhop. Mr. Fir- 
218 Citing Gerards deſcription of ordinati- 
on before mentioned, adds thus much more, 
with whom agree the ſtream of Divines, 


| and the practice of the Churches in New 


England. W hich ſtory of New England 


New England man tell it. 
Lo here you fee are two forts of Di- 
vines ;; and what ſhall we do with them ? 


: We willreſolve to reverence them both, 
\ butpin our faith on the ſ{leees of neither. I 


proceed therefore to enquire into the na- 
tureof ordination : And here ] grant, what 
indeed eannot be denyed. 1, That Jeſus 
is the principal Conſtituent of the Miniſte- 
rial power or office, and he 1s moſt properly 


; ordination, 2. That the Goſpel-Charter 
\ 15 the Inſtrument to convey this power. 


F 


3. That a perſon qualfied with cſſential 
qualifications at leaſt, is the only Recipient 
of this power. 4. And may I not add 
That ordination is ſuch an ingredient (call 
it 


: | may have authority wo ſacrifice for the quick cm 
- | anddead:; Therefore it is evident, that ex- Confet. 


' cept a Prieſt be ordained in the Church to I 


; ] cohfeſfe I ſhould hardly believe, did not a Schiſme 
34-7 


(10) 
it by what name you will ) that where it is] 7, 
rightly put, there is Minifterial power con-[[u! 
veyed, and where it is not pur, there 1s not, utir 
there cannot be regularly any conveyance ?jn h 
So that you may call ordination either ajf (| 
folemn-publick Approbation , Confirmati-Vin! 
on, Teftification, or allowance, withſome pe c 
or a poteſtative Miſſion,ſolemn Inveltiture, utic 
Collation, the eſſence of the external Callzally 
( which external and internal Call I —— 
Hand much like to their external and inter-the 
ns] Covenant) with others ; or what elſeperſc 
you think fir , andI ſhall not quarre] withhle ) 
you about words , provided it be acknow-troy 
ledged that ic hath the force of a conditi-pett 
on, Or canſa fine qua non, And though Ifons 
might, with ſome, challenge more,as due toind 
ordirg:ion, yet I chooſe ratherto content. tl 
my ſelf wich thus much, leaft catching at ayoms 
ſhadow f with the Animal in the Fable) Ition, 
ſhould loſe the ſubſtance. And if 1 canJuds 
but prove that ordination is thus much,knd 
z. e. that which being righely pur, office-js Ki 
power will follow; and thac which being de-ther 
nyed,the conveyance of power Sewmag 
ro theorder-of the Charter ) is ſuſpend-Jupp 
ed, this will be ſuſficieat co my pur- ns 
pole. auth 


Firut 
1-0. -: 


x 
4 


(11) 
tis 1, T willarpue & pars ; becauſe that will 
»n-[luſtrate as well as confirm : In the conſtt- 
Ot,uting of a King in a Kingdom elective (tor 
e in hereditary Kingdom, & the Coronation 
* azf ſucha Ring will not reach oxr caſe , the 
ti-Miniſterial power not being hereditary ) 
e;ve conſider, 1. The ſundamenral conſti- 
re, ution of their Kingdom, which inftrumen- 
allally inſtitures the office of a King there , 
ah ag a his power, and work, deſcribes 
r-the perſon capable, andalſo impowers ſome 
ſeperſons (it may be Princes, Peers, or Peo- 
thple) to diſcern, elet, enthronize, and 
v-trown upon a vacancy a certain perſon to 
1-detheir King, 2. We ſuppoſe ſeveral per- 
[ſons that are duly qualified, ready to accept 
ond conſent to be made their King : Yer 
1t$. there is not one of them made King es 
avmine, becauſe qualified, without the proba- 
Ition, approbation, and conſtitution of the 
nJudges; but any one of them,being elected 
1,and conſtituted by the EleRors and Judges, . 
15 King preſently : Even ſo, &c. Take ano- 
-ther Inſtance, in the authorizing a chief 
_ in one of our Corporations, - we 
- ſuppoſe that the Kings Majeſty is the princi- 
- = Efficient ſubterceleftial cauſe of their 
authority ;, likewiſe their Charter is the in- 
Rirumencal cauſe, and qualified perſons, ac- 
| | | cording 


1 


(10) 
ic by what name you will ). that whereity 1 
r:ishrtly pur, there is Minifterial power con-|u{ 
veyed, and where it is not pur, there is not ti! 
there cannot be regularly any conveyance þ 
So that you may call ordination either af ſ 
folemn-publick Approbation , Confirmatidin 
on, Teftification, or allowance, with ſome ye « 
or a poteſtative Miſſion, ſolemn Inveltiture gti 
Collation, the eſſence of the external Callal!y 
( which external and internal Call I under-ere 
Hand much like to their external and inter-he j 
ns] Covenant) with others ; or what elſeerſ 
you think fir , andI ſhall nor quarrel withle } 
you about words , provided it be acknow-roi 
ledged that ic bath the force of a eondiri-et] 
on, Or carſa fine qua non, And thongh ns 
might, with ſome,challenge more,as due cond 
ordira:ion, yet I chooſe ratherto conteny. t 
my ſelf wich thus much , leaft catching ar gow 
ſhadow ( with the Animal in the Fable) hon 
ſhould loſe the ſubſtance. And if 1 canud; 
but prove that ordination is thus muchyjnd 
z. e. that which being rightly. pur, offices K 
power will follow, and thac which being de-ber 
nyed,the conveyance of power ( accordinghffi 
to the order of the Charter ) is ſuſpend-upf 
ed, this will be. ſaſficient to my par-pal 
pole. | jack 
| | tru 
1. 


| (11) 
1tis 1, T willargue & pars ; becauſe that will 
con-[uſtrate as well as confirm : In the conſtt- 
notaring of a King in a Kingdom eiective (for 
nNcemn hereditary Kingdom, & the Coronation 
cr af ſucha Ring will not reach ozr caſe , the 
iatidiniſterial power not being hereditary ) 
me ze conſider, 1. The ſundamental confſti- 
ure ation of their Kingdom, which inſtrumen- 
Calllly inſtitures the office of a King there, 
der-erermines his power, and work, deſcribes 
ter-he perſon capable, andalſo impowers ſome 
elſeerſons (it may be Princes, Peers, or Peo- 
vithle) ro diſcern, elet, enthronize, and 
»w-rown upon a vacancy a certain perſon to 
iti-e their King, 2. We ſuppoſe ſeveral per- 
5h IÞns that are duly qualified, ready to accept 
cond conſent to be made their King : Yet 
ent. there is not one of them made King es 
it Joine, becauſe qualified, without the proba- 
) lion, approbartion, and conſtitution of the 
2nudges; but any one of them, being elected 
chjod conſticuted by the EleRors and Judges, 
ce-s King preſently : Even fo, &c. Take ano- 
(e-her Inſtance, in the authorizing a ehief 
ng) fficer in one of our Corporations, - we 
d-uppole that the Kings Majeſty is the princi- 
r-)al Efficient ſubterceleſtial cauſe of cheir 
luthority ; likewiſe their Charter is the in- 
trumental cauſe, and qualified perſons, ac- 
| ae] | cording 


1 


(12) 
cording t 0 the direQions 1n the Char! 
are the capable SubjeRs of this author; 
and the Burgomaſters, Freemen,or the liÞ* 
are appointed, by this their Charter, to el * 
and conſtitute this their head Officer (wh " 
ther Mayor, Bayliff, or Warden, mart} 
not.) Now notwithſtanding the Kings 
thority Gerived in general, their Char|.” 
deriving , a perſon duly qualified ready, 
accept the office, yet notwithſtanding is mi 
this perſona Mayor, Bayliff, or Ward # 
except they that are appointed, ordain h| 
to be ſo, nor until they have ordained hy. - 
to be ſo. but when their act is paſt, then 
there authority derived from the King , 
the Charter , which inyeſts him with t S 
office-power. Oras inthe Uniyerſity, t 
Statures authorize a perſon ſo and fo a 
compliſhed ro challenge the degree of) 
DoQor or Maſter; yet notwitkitanding i 
perſon is nor Doctor nor Maſter till he haz Il 
his grace in the Convocation, bur thenk + 
3s: Whoisſo cullas tobe unzbleto make. 
application? By all which it appears, thy 
Ordainers areneceſſary occaſions, if nf _, 
conſtituent cauſes ( viz. is penere inftri . 
menti,in ſpecie called Mifſiſtertal cauſes ) ( 
this Officer q#a Officer FR ” 

2. Targue, if ordination be but a meq 
ſolemnity 


mM 


|. 


(13) 

harſEmnity , to which the eonveyance of 

borer to a particular perſon is antece- 

«jt, then is a perſon qualified, if conſent- - 

0 off > made a Miniſter before ordination; 

(ﬆ then are all perſons Miniſters , being 
"Jalified and deſiring the office, and baving 

 IPorrunity of exerciſing. Might not ſuch 
DoRrine reduced into practice occaſion 

lar Queſtion of Saint Paul, Arealt Apo- x Cor, 12. 

hy les? are all Prophets ? are all Teachers? 39. 


de” 3. If ordination convey not the power, 
agen a perſon ordained is really no more a 
; Jiniſter then he was before , though he may 
| em ſomewhat more to the world ; bur if 
'? $ ſhould ſeem to be more a Miniſter be- 


BD 


CY 


re ordination then after ( as he mighr to 
3me of the ſeparation) then to what pur- 
rv ſhould he be orcained ? 
- ; 4. Why wou'd the Holy Ghoſt ( think 
ou) chuſe to uſe ſuch expreſſions as do 
a lly ſer forth a proper inveltiture, it no 
ch thing were intended ? The TY 
ſed for ordination(Aﬀs 6.3. 55 570k, 
MG 7? 26125 729715 whom we may conſtitute 
"yer this buſineſle. And Tits 1. 5. 
KLTESH ONS TY AIP apr uTregus, MC. and 
) \rdain Elders in .exery City ) is the very 
F F-mc word that is uſed for the moit proper 
: inyeltiture 


-N 
rl: 


Ts; 


(14) | 
As 7. 10: inyeſtiture wich office-power, Wien have 
ſeph was by Pharash pPUE Into his office 
Holy Ghoſt expreſlcrh it thus , *97t5" 
& U70y 1 ULeveu "Yo *AiguTTe, EC, and likew fi 
in that Parable, Lake 12. 44. and ma _ 
ſuch like places; 
5. Why ould not our Miniſters , 


zpon their ordination as conferring th "eh 
office, as well as Aaron; —_— 
Succeſſors theirs? 2 Chron. 29. 11. ok 
5-1,4,5- 

6. It ordination be a poteſtative miſ} 
on , then it inveſts; but ſo it is —— fra 


concluded from Row. 10. 1 F. f 

7. If ordination do not inveſt, bow w pf 
che gift, s; e. rhe office given T imothy,wi 
the laying on of the hands of the Pres 
tery? 1 71m.4., 14. or by the laying on 
Pauls hands? 2 Tim. 1.6. if that pla 
be underſtood of ordination,as ſome wou 
haye it. 

8. How can ordination be ſaid tobe th;. 
committing or entruſting ( as 2 T3m.2. 2: 
of faithful 'perſons with the Goſpel t 
preach it,if ir convey no power ? | 

Much more I perceive by the riſing 

my own thoughts, may be ſaid to prove thi, 
part'of the Propoſition , that ordination} 


at inveſtiture with power : but methinks 
ha 


You 


| (15) 
- {have made too low an halt at the threſhold 
#Iready,and thereforeI proceed to the Pro- 
- POſition, | 
4 Prop.6. It 1s ſuppoſed that this work of 
.. ordination, is committed to certain perſons 
| lordained themſelves to the ſame office ar 
q/\calt; and that the perſonin the Queſtion 
14was ordained (as you muſt give me leave 
_ftocallir } to the office of a Presbyter by 
.jtbe Presbytery, or Presbyters validly or- 
{dained themſelyes ; and that our Queſtion 
. Now is not abour the Ordainers own ordi- 
4 nation to be Presbyters, or the Magiſtrates 
allowance of ſuch ordinations, ar leaſt a 
o\Þ-ffafte, or the peoples conſent to ſuch 
7 Miniſters. 

Prop. 7. Let us ſuppoſe that the Presby- 
| tersordaining were neither heretical, ſcÞiſ- 
'{ matica], nor ſcandalous , theuch poſſibly 

they ordained in heretical, ſch;ſmatical,and 

ſcandalous times,but were orthodox, peace- 
j|ableand pious ( as many of them may ra. 
, | tionally be judged to be) or at leaſt that 
; they were not ſuch as by their perſonal mil. 

carriages to null their afts; and this we 
may well ſuppoſe, becauſe ir is known, thar 
4 Proteſtants and Papiſts do generally agree, 
{that ordinations made by Hereticks, and 
\Schiſmaticks, are not, ce nomine, nulland 
youd, -.-. = FR. 


$ 
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Prop. 8. It 19 ſuppoſed that the formet 
ordination received, was an ordination to 
the office in the Catholick Church; and 
lixewiſe that the fatter ordination impoſed 
is to the ſame office in the Cathslick 
Church, end that the Quettionis not now 


about any particular inferiour ſeparation! 
ro a particular work, or exerciſe of an 


office. 


Prop. 9. It may be ſuppoſed, that the per- 
ſon formerly ordained by the Presbytery, 
either knew not' in' thoſe ' cloudy times 


where to find a Dioceſan, or knowing, 
durſt not uſe him for fear of the Uſurpers; 


or deſiring ordination from him; he durſt| 


not grant 1t; and ſo he looked upon himſelf! 


as lying under a neceſſity to receive Presby-! 


terial ordination, 


Prop. 10. It is ſuppoſed that the perfon 
ordained in this caſe of neceſſity, is fatisfi-, 


ed as co the validity of ſuch ordination, | 


though nor poſſibly as to the regularity, and. 
that he dare not now diſown it; nor his for-! 
mer ads done by vertue of it ; and theres, 
fore I may ſpare that great pains that ſome. 
have taken tor the proof of the validity of | 


Presbyterian ordination; 


Prop. 11. It is ſuppoſed, that if thefor- | 


mer ordination were valid in the judge- 


ments ! 


I7 | 
ment of the perſon C the Queſtion , then 
the denyal chereof , and the impoling ano- 
ther ordination, muft needs ſeem very un- 
lawſul in his judgement. | 

Prep. 12. Itis ſuppoled that the Queſti- 
on about the lawtulneſs of Reordination 1s 
not to be meaſured by the laws of men, but 
by che I.aws of God. 

Prop. 13. It is fuppoſed chat ſome things 
may be ſubmirred to ina caſe of necellicy, 
which without that necefliry may. nor ; 
and as the perſon in the Queſtion would 
haye the neceſlicy of his quoxdam accep- 
tance of Presbyterian Ordination con1- 
dered by his Cenſors ; ſo undoubtedly that _ 
perſon himſelf ſhould conſider the neceſſi- 
ty of others in their prefent ſubmiſſion to 
Prelatical reordination ; which neceflity 
(to ſpeak ingenuouſly) will excuſe 4 tanto, 
if not a roto. 

Prop. 14. Itis ſuppoſed , that ſomeSu- 
periours deny the former ordination , and 
forbid the further exerciſing of, or atleaſt 
deny encouragement to ſuch perſons As 
have that ordination only , and this 1s that 
which pives life to this Queſtion , which 


| Might otherwiſe have ſlept in oblivion. 


Prop. 15, Itis ſuppoſed thata Confirma. 


tion of former ordination will not fatisfic 


C Superiouts, 


(18) 
Superiours, nor any thingelſe beſides a pro- 
per ordination by a Dioceſan, this evi- 

dently appears, in thatthe Biſhop uſerh the 
ſame Queſtions, Forms, and Ceremonies in 
the reordaining of one that wes ordained 


before, as he uſeth in the ordaining of ore 


neyer yet ordained, 

Prop. 16. It 1s ſuppoſed that the 1mpo- 
ſed reordination,though it may be called an 
hyporherical reordination , Yet it is abſojute 
in the judgement of the lmpoſers, yea and 
abſolutein the form of adminiſtration (for 
ought] hear) by the Reordainers. 

Prop. 17. It is ſuppoſed, that though the 
Receivers of reordination may fancy it to 
be only accumulative (if there can be fuch 
a thing) yet it is plainly deftructive of 
their former ordination in the judge- 
ment of thaReordajners , and whether it 
_ ſo init ſelf, is hereafter to be conlider- 
E 

Prop. 38, Itis ſuppoſed that this Que- 
ſtion is not concerning reordination by 
Biſhops in zhep, but in hyporhefsi, not Meta- 
phyfical Biſhops of our own fancying , bur 
ſuch as are now in Exgland, be they better, 
be rhey worſe, 


Prop. 19. It is ſuppoſed, that in reordi- 


nation there is more r9 be conſidered then 


the! 


(19) 
the bare reiteration of Orders, eyen many 
numerical Formes,Expreſſions,InjunRiors, 
and Ceremonies,which if unlawful, will prc- 
hibir fubmiſhon, rhouga reordination ia 
aftrafts ſhould be lawful, | 
Prop. 20. Itis ſuppoled, that the perſon 
in the Queſtion, lying under a double dedi- 
cation unto God ,one in bap:iſme or ſani- 
fication , the other in ordination ;- as alfo 
underſtrong convictions of the excellency | 
of the Churches peice, and the neceſticy® 
of aGive obedience to the lawful Magi- 
ſtrace in things lawtul; and the hotteſt 
affeRions to immortal ſouls, multitudes 
whereof are in mortal danger of being 
diſcouraged, Trattered, corrupted, and ſtar- 
yed (when all that were presbyrterially 
ordained are removed ) through blind, 
idle, ſcandalous, or ſuperſtitious Guides 
ſucceeding, will therefore do the utmoſt 
that he can lawfully co obtain his liberty, 
and enjoy his opportunities to endeayour 
the ſalvation of poor ſou's, rhe anſwering 
his own obligations, the promoting the 
Churches peace, and ultimately the glory 
> of the Lord Redeemer. Andyert we may 
ſuppoſe that the perſon in the Qieition 
\ doth well underſtand, that we may not do 
1|  evilthat good may come thereon, and is. 
\ likewile 


(20) 
[ikewiſe well reſolved ro ſuffer rather then 
to fin, and to Jeaye his work ( which he 
cannot do ) tothe Almighty himſelf, ra- 
ther then to go Out of his way , an incur 
his dreadful diſpleaſure in the pretended 
performance of ir. 


— — 


CRAP. 111, 


Containing the main Propoſution.---Thas 
is ſeems unlawful for a Iresbyter or- 
dained by the Presbyters, to admit 4 
reordination by Dioceſan Biſhops. 


With certain Intcrroeations in order 


i6a Determination. 


T. Hether 1s reordination an Ordi- 

nance of Chriſt , or not? If you 
ſay, an Ordinance; thenlI ask, where hath 
Chriſt inſtituted reordination in his holy 
Goſpel ? Either let divine inſtitution be 


produced, orelle we can neyer believeitto. 
be an Ordinance of Chrift Jeſus; but who 


can find either Precept or Preſident in the 
whole Bible ? Ifcarcely know any one that | 
cyer ſo much as pretended to it till now of 
late; 


hw _ 


 þ 


(27) 
fate , and what is now ſaid, ſhall hereafter 
( Des volente ) be conſidered : Butif you 
fay that reordination is no' Ordinance of 
Chriſt. 1. Do you obſerve , what ever- 
laſting blemiſh you put upon this ſolemn bu- 
ſineſs, in acknowledging it to be ng divine 
inſticution? for then ir muſt needs be bur a 
meer humane invention. 2. And how 
you expoſe it to all that is ſaid by the Non- 
conformiſts apainſt ſuperſtition? 3. Do 
you well confider,that what is reordination 
tothe perſon in the Queſtion,is one andthe 
ſame with the ordination of others not or. 
dained before? and ſo denyins that co be 
an ordinance, Go you not Geny the other, 
and ſorun your ſelves upon a rock, that 
would fplir both Church and Miniſtery, and 
expoſe your felves to the laſh of al) men, 
except Papilts and Brownilts? Burnt you 
ſay, that this AQ, inreferencerto the nn- 
ordained,is an Ordinance,being ordination; 
in reference to the ordained is no Ors.. 
nance, being reordination : Ob then c95:: 
der I beſzech you,what fad work you nz ©; 
with Chriifſts Ordinance , the ſame Ac: 
muſt be an Ordinance and no Ordinarics at 
your pleaſure; the nature, end, and uſe. 
muſt all be changed to ferve your turn : Az 

if ir were like the. Camelion that can chavge 

FF SS 1 Te; 


(22) | 
its colour to ſute every approaching object. 
The latter part of this Argument from the 
abuſe of the Ordinance ts uſed by that 
W In fenten, [earned Efting , Porro apua weteres ( faich 
| Coml. 4, be) apertiſſime de hoc Sacramento (4. e. 
| in diſtin. Ordings ) ſcripſit Angnſftinns plaribus loves, 
| 24. P14 anus locus eff, 1. 2. contra Epilt. Parm.c.13. 
als Sacramentum oraination;s cum Sacra: 
mento baptiſmi ita comparat ,nt dicat utrum- 
que & Sarramentumeſſe , & quadam conſe. 
eratione homini dari, illud cum baptiza- 
tar , iſlud cum ordinatur, adrs nenty um 
repctendams eſſe, ne Sacramento fiat $1ju- 
TIA. 

2. Whether is this ſecond ordination to 
ſome end, or tonoend? If ronoend, then 
you take an Ordinance of God (it I may 
ſo callit ) in vain, and fo the Name of God 
in vain, and fo you break the third Com. 
mandement. If roſomeend , then either 
to convey authority, or ſome other : Not 

. fo convey authority, for that is done al- 
ready,and fo you do but a& xm agere, which 
is ablurd ( faith Mr. Hzawf.) a vain and 
needlefſe work, fay1I, and fo you flill rake 
the Name of God in vain : If to any 
other end, then it is either inſtituted by 

_ Chriſt, ornot.; If nor, then you are guilty 
of abuſing and perverting Chriſts Ordi- 

nance; 


(23) 
nance ! if ſo, let the end be named, ang the 
inſticution produced, What I find ſaid al- 
ready to this purpoſe, ſhall be conſidered 


| hereafrer in due place. 


3. Doth not ordination add a new beirg 
to che perſon ordained ? If nor, then may 
rhe pecion ordained be ſaid to be no more a 
Miniſter then whilſt unordained : Tf fo,then 
after reordination whether (hajl we admit & 
coniiſtency of two diſtin beings, or a nul- 
ity of the one: if a rull:ty of the one, what 
is that but co make a nuilicy of Chriſts Or- 
dinance? If two diſtint beings, then are 
there not two Miniſters in one perſon ? 
Which bow two moral mimfterial beings can 
exiſt in one Minifter , ſeems as hard to con- 
cetve,as how two natural beings can exit in 
one perſon, Letit be conſidered, whether 
theſe ſpiritual Parents, the Ordainers, can 
any more pererate two ſpiritual beings of 
the ſame kind, in theſe ſpiricus] Children the 
ordained, then natural Parents can by two 
2s penergee two natur2] beings of the ſame 
kind in the ſame child > Whether reordina-- 
tion in morzelity be not like regeneration 1n 
nature. | 

4. If we cannot admit a rebaptization, 
how ſhall we 8dmie a reordination ? They 
were no babjes chat have argued from this 

C 4  Topick. 


Fpift. 
Parm. 
bt 12. 


I. 2, 
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}. 2. Cont. Topick, Thus St. Anzgaſtine argued about 


twelve hundred years ago: Yuandoex ipſa 
parte ( ſaith be ) wenientes etiam Prep ſits 
pro bone pacu,corretto ſchiſmatu errore, ſuſ- 
cepts ſant, ets viſum eſt. opus eſſe ut eadems 
efficia gererent que gerebant , non ſunt rur{1 
ordinands, ſed ſicut baptiſmms in iis ita man- 
ft ordinatio integra, quia in praciſione frerat 
wvitinm, qaod nnitarw paceeſt corrikkum, xon 
in Sacraments que nbicangue ſunt, ipſa vira 
So Gregery ( refereme & Efjtio &- 
Balavine ) Onid dicitts nt 14 qus ordinatas 
eſt , iterum ordinetur  Yalae ridiculnm eſt; 

abſit eyins a fraternitate veſtra ſic ſapere; 

ficut entm qui ſemel baptizarus eſt , iter uns 
bapitizars non debet; ita qui conſecratns eſt 


ſemel, in codems iterum ovdine non debet conſe-. | 


crars. Yea thus Baldwin bimlelf sffirmech,, 
S$; baptiſmnur a Pontificis, & alits bereticy, 
{ubflantiam bujns Sacramenti won convellen- 
tibus, acceptur, non eſt iterandas, multo minns 
ordinatio. &C. 

Though itisreadily acknowledged R that 
orcination is in ſtrict and proper ſpeech no 


S8crament (though many things in lax | 


d {courſe were formerly, and are till called 
Sacraments ) nor Seal of the Covenant of 
Grace,as Baptiſme, being not exiended ( no 
not in potentie / to all fincere Covenanters ; 


neicher | 
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neicher is there any element inſtituted for an 
| outward fipn, &c, yer may we not reckon 


their agr.ement in theſe, As Baprtiſme is 8 ſ0- 
lema admiſſion in:o viſible Church. privi- 
ledges, fo is ordination into vifibie Church-ot- 


| ficcs,and as the per fon baptized had a remote 
ripbt before bapr1' me;!o rne ata orca ned 
| beiog duly qualificd, & provideni3liy called; 
' and yec 3s before b+p'i'me the perſon could 


not regularly partake of the Lords Snpper, 
prefect an Infant ro bapriline,or the like ; fo 
before ordination the nerfon qualified can- 
rot regutarly baptize, adminitierthe Lords 
Supper, or the like, Now the Queltion is;If 
we cannot. admit a new invetiture wich 
Church priviledges by reb3ptiz3tion , how 
ſhs|/l we admic a new inveiticure. with 
Church-power by reordinition 2 What res- 
ſon can be brought from ihe nature of an in- 
veſting folemnity apain{t rebaptization , 
which may not be brought againt? reordina- 
ticn ? Yet bow tew 19 all the wor'd have 
ever maigtined a redapeizition of thoſe 
that were validly baptizcd before > The ve- 
ly Anabapiifts ( 25 we call them ) will thus 
far difown Ausbaptiſme, ard tay,if Infants 
baptiſine were rot void, they durit not bap- 
tize them agam at age, 

5. Whether doch ordination beget a new 
relation 
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(26) | 
re{ation ina perſon to the Church,or not 'N 
If nor, thenare you no more a Steward, alt 
Shepherd , a Ruter, a Teacher, af er aries rew 
tion,then you were before , for all theſe arethei 
termes of relation, and chen you mult either ted. 
acknowledpe, th: echereare no ſuch Teach-hira 
ers or Rulers among the ordained, or elſejarg? 
that all are Teachers and Rulers among thelercs 
inordained, both which are ſufficiearly di-1# # 
{tant ſiromeruth, Butif you acknowledpeleſu: 
thar ordination doth beger a relation , rhen|o 2/ 
how ſhall char relation be irerated ? U 1-Ygep? 
doubrtedly betwixe the Relatam' & Correla-\par 
tam there is but ene relation upon © e fonn-#1m 
dation : As in merrciape there can b2 bat{sr | 
one only relation becwixt man and wife vp-|yett 
on that accoun? ; and therefore it is ntterly|#he 
in vain to repeat marriage; for if you repeat} C 
itachouſand taes, yet the relation will be! ria 
bar the ſame,nnd not ore jt the more ; the|plac 
husband is but a hu«sband,, and the wiſeis| « 
bur a wiſe, afrer ten:thouſand marrisges, and|bo1 
ſo they were aftet one. Even ſo will a Mi-|fo | 
niſters relation to rhe Church be but che[AQ 
ſame if he ſhould be ordained a thouſand|the 
times, Learned Heokey argues from this To- Me! 
pick thus, They which have once received thu Jelt 
power, may not think to put it off and on like P93 
a Cloak,, as the weather ferveih ts taky tt, VE) 
reiett | 


(:27 ) 
ot mi it, aug reaſſume it as oft as themſelues 
{, allit , of which prophane ond impious con- 
1a. Orempt— but let them know , which put 
areltheir hanas torhu plongh , that once conſecra- 
herped wnto God, thiy ave mave his pecnliar inke- 
ch-jirance fer ever; Sufpcwſrens may fiop, and 
elſeldegradarions may wtterly cut off the aſe or ex- 
thelerci/e of power before given, bu: voluntarily it 
di-|#s not tn the power of man to [ſeparate and pull 
I gele/under whit God by his authority cenpleth ; 
ens that though there may be through mildeſert 
L 1- -Pegradation , as there may be juſt cauſe of ſe- 
1 a" |paration after matrimony, yer if ( as ſame:- 
\n-Limes it doth) reſtitution tro former dignity , 
ater Yecrnoiliation after breach arth happen, 
 p-|netther doth the one nor the other ever iterate 
ly he firſt knot. 
at! Concerning the iterab lity of the mar- 
be/riage ſolemnity , 1 ſhall jpesk in due 
RW: 
is [f ordination be 8n AR of Chrift , 
6 ha then can werco:tdain without injury 
{i-o bis Majeſty > That ordination 13 Chriſts 
_— is plain in the nacure of che thinp ; for 
id [the Goſpel and the Ordainers are bur in tru- 
& rw in the conveyance of authoricy , bur 
Jeſus Chritt himſeif is the original of all 
-e power, and the principal Apert io the _ 
e, 'Veyance of power by theſe Infiromeats , 
7 | : fo 


| 


trifent. 
Corn. i. 4 
T3 Jidin. 
x. p. i8, 


(28 ) 'hav 
hath been already explained, and is by mol fre 
scknowledged. And if ordination be Chriſt 4.;- 
Ac, then he pur it forth in the firlt adminy | rect 
ſtration ; and if fo, then what can a reor| ,y, 
C1nation be, bat either a molt unworthy d , 

nyalof Chriſts former AQ, or a preſumpty ,,, 
ous impoling upon Chriſt co exert a nell pec 
AQ , without all warrant on our parts; {;+, 
elſe a mocking of Chriſt, vfing bis AR as nd qr 
AR ! This very Argument you may find Chi 
uſed by Eſtins from a doubtful Cyprian thur gn 
Baptiſmam repers, inquit, Eccleſiaſibce pril (4 
kibent regule, C& ſemel ſantlificatis nulla dein; he 


' eps mans nerkm Conſecrans preſumit acct; yo ; 


dere , wimo ſacros erdines [emel datos Sterium By 
renov at -—— nemo 1mpoſuriont manuwm' vi wo 
miniſterio aerogat ſacerdotum, quia Contwme| the 
liarfſet Spirits Saxtti fi evarnars peſſer,quil of 
ile [anti ficat , & alta ſanfiificatione emew yed 
Aaret aued {emel ille ſtatuit , & confire tre 
mar. | Ch 
7. Is notreordination an injury.to out , 
;ncomparable Charter, þy which is conveyed 
from the Kinp of Saints this power and pri; oy; 
viledge minifteria!, ro rule in his ſpiricudl gig 
Corporation ? [tis certainly erue , that af gg 


Chriſts Church is s ſpiritual Corporatio ord 
ander himſelf the Head, fo is his Goſpel tht yg 
Charter thercot, by which Inſirument = 
a) 


— 


| 
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have ſaid) the King of Kings ordains the Of- 
N0] ces, deſcribes the perſons ordaining and or- 
rift tained, and gives power to both to give and 
ni receive ( in bis limited way ) authority to 
"Of! execute the ſame; And farther , it is here 
, ſuppoſed, char tbe CO fMcer inthe Queſtion i is 
NY conſtitute, according to this Charter, in 8{l 
ell neceſſarics. Now to ſubmit to another con- 
0! {titution by thoſe that deny the former, is ix 
nl nor to deſert, yea toinfringe and violate our 
Ind Charter ? To exemplify tbis matter, ſuppoſe 
W! an Officer in one of our Corporations, con- 
"7" ſtitnted 2ccording to their Charter , ſhould 
7" be diſowned for a true Officer, and required 
C0 ro zdmit a new Conſtitation, "would not the 
” Burgeſfes and Freemen cry out , that this 
% wou'd be a violation of their Charter ? and 
"7 therefore they will adventure the diſpleature 
rol of great ones, the trouble and vex3tion of 
*% tedious Law-ſuits,the large expence of their 
rr treaſure, rather then thus to violare their 
| Charter. Now judge whettier ours be not 
ut! g parallel caſe, 
Gy 8. Either you own the Jatter ordination 
ri as a proper 0: dination,or not as 2 proper or- 
1 dination : If as a proper ordination, then 
# do you not,ip/o fatto, renounce your former 
. ordination? Yea chough you ſhould in 
words proteſt your ow ning of your former 
ﬆ. ordination 


(30) 


ordination, yet do not your works in reor. 


dination diſown it, and give your words the 


lye? For it ſeems impollible for ewo diſtin 
proper inveſticures to be upon one perfon, 
as I ſuppoſe I have proved already : and 
which I further {t-engrhen chns , how can 4 
fiagle perſon be, ſub;ctam capax, of a two. 


\ FF: 


[ce 


| P 


fold miniſterial power, when che mott excel-| 
lent perſon in bis world is ſcarce ſubjreFmy 11 


capax of one? The whole man is but the 
ſubj<R of one miniſterial power ; what then 


is left in thar man to be the ſubje&t of the 
other ? But it may be, ſome wide-' ared 
brainmay fancy , that there is a coalition of 


theſe two proper Ordinations, and the re 
Iations flowing thence; bur if ſo,l delirero 
know by whac Law that can be, Ir is 


weil known, that moral beings depend upon] 


| tol 


1 


ad 
ſe 
(x1 
ali 
fg 
fm 


lar 


ſomeLaw, and if there beany Law co unite 
theſe two beings (the old man and the 
yonng man, the Presbyter and the Prelariſt ) 
Jer it be produced, and I ſhall be g-ateful for 
ſach a diſcovery, Bur on the ocher hand, 
if you fay tbe latter is no proper ordination, 
which yet is a proper ordication in it ſelf, 


and ſo commonly uſed and eſteemed, are you; 
not Fuilty of a mnlacium in verbu? Nay 
more, ſhall you nor, whilſt in words you de: 
ny the later ord.nition, and yet indeed re 
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| ceiveit, be puilty of a wendarium in fatlu ? 
| May nor, what moderate B-ſhop Davenant 
| faith againſt a Proteſtants Ceing preient at 
| the Mats, which yetin words he diſclains 
binkingtheredy to ſalve his conſctence, be 
fitly enoogh applied to this caſe? Hans 
| pugnam exiernam ( ſaith the B ſhop) atls- 
mum cum 1nterva mentis ſententia fadſſt- 
mam /imulationem dico, & mendacium nuitslo 
| tolerabilizs quam 1 quis expreſſis verbs [et 
Miſſam Pap fiicam approbare teftaretur, nan 


be 
ed 

ol; 
re- 
£0 


, 


ad virtutem varitats pertinet , wt quzs talews 
Je exhibeat per ſigna exterior, quali revera 
extfiit. Arqui opponitar buic veritati cum 
aliqnts per ſigna faftorum contrarrum tjws 
ſigniftcat quod in mente clauſum habet, quam 
ſimnlationem mendacinm in fatty licet appel- 


| dare,ntt refte Aquinas;qui itaque Pap ftarurs 


miſſus ex 4nimo avirſatur, atque retiner inte- 
| rim externam pane cum illis particip utionem, 


| oo damnabilins agit, quia gard nendaciter 


agit fic apit tamen , ut eam popnlus veraciter 


| agere ex'ftimet. And Baldwin ( how much 


foever any may reckon him a Patron of re- 


' ordination ) ſpeaks of the Popiſh _— CE» 
ons thus, Hec omnia partim ſnper ftiriof, | 1945s 


partim ridicu!s 4 pprobare cogitur LY 4 
Pontificits ordinationem petit; quis auto 
hor bona cum conuſcientia facere popeſt ? neque 
excn/at 


(32) 
exinſar quod ta'rs ordinatio cum proteſiation 
ſs{cipitar, ordinandurm nimirum nou Pap'ſit 
45 tr aditiones, ſed dogmata Scripture. ſacrt 
conſond , ocbilogioens propoſiryorum efſet, nam| 
proteſiatio hec fatto eft centraria , quia ipſa 
ordinatio Paiſiica «/} pars dolrine Papiſtice 
Cc, 


9. Whether it he not, sp/o ſatFo, to ac- 
knowledge that the perſon i in the Queſtion i: 
no Presbyter, when he (hall ſtep back to che 
Deacons office in order to be a Presbyter 
Here it is eo be premiſed, tba: our reordained 
Reorgainers do make Deaconry a ſtep or de- 
gree to Presbytery; and that no man may 
be ordained a Presbyter that is not firſt or 


dained a Deacon; nfither ts this abared in re; 


ordination. See the form of making and 


conlecrating Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons * 


where it is declared, that here ic muſt bt 
ſhewed unto the Deacon , that he muſt con- 
tinue inthat office of a Deacon the ſpace 0 
a whole year at the leaſt ( except for reaſo- 
hable cauſes ir be otherwiſe ſeen to his Or- 
Cinary ) tothe intent he may be perfet and 
expert inche things appertaining co the Ec 
cleſiaſtical adminiſtration , in the execuring 
whereof if he be found faithful and diligent 
he may be admitied by his Dioceſan to the 
order of Prieſthood, . The Canons made 
Ti 


T 
c0 
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" inthe year 1603. inform us, that the office 


of a Deacan ,- being a ſtep or degree to the 
M niſtry , according to the antient Fathers, 


and the pracice of the Primitive Church, 


we do ordain and appoint, that hereafter no 


| Biſhop ſhall make any perſon, of what qua- 


lity or gifts ſoever , a Deaconand a Prieſt 
both together on one day, but that the order 
in. that behalf preſcribed in the book of 
making 8ndconſecrating Biſhops, Presbyters, 

and Deacons, beltrictly obſerved : Hence 
it appears , chat a Deaconry is a medium ca 
Presbytery: and therefore will not the uſe of 
this mean be an acknowledgement thazthe 


end i 1s NOT attained ? -For acquiſi to fine ce(ſ, ant 
wedia, Again it is certain, that the office of 


a Deacod is leſs then che office of a Presby- 


1 "ter, and will itnot thence follow, that be 


that ſeeks the leſs doth thereby acknowledge 
that he bath not attained the greater ? 
Becauſe Omne majus continet in ſe mi- 
2A. 

" M What i is that office (not/in names 
but in deed.) that the perſon in che Queſtion 
muſt be ordained unto before he be reor. 
dained a Presbyter ? either it-is the office 
of .a Deacon or not, if you ſay itis, then 
1. Where bath the Scripture made a Dea-. 


| conry aſtep to Presbyrerie? 2, Where bath 
D 


Chriſt 


| 


_ 


dook of 


# Conſecrat- 


of Biſhops, 
&c. 
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Chriſt given the power of baptizing unto | 
Deacons? 3. Where bath Chriſt ſeparated 
the power of preaching and the power of 
" baptizing? 4. Ifour Deacons have a power 
ro preach ( as ſome ſay ) then who bath 
power to ſulpend them conſtantly from the 
exerciſe ? 5, Or who can acquit them 
from the guilt of the conſtant negleR of 
their work ? 6. But where bath Chriſt 
conveyed the power of preaching unto 


Deacons. ? 7. Where ſhall we place che 
boundaries betw:xe our Deaconries and 
Presbyteries 2 eſpecially where ſhall, we 
find ſuch boundaries in the 'Scrip:ure? 
9. How ſhall the re-ordained Presbyter 
execute thereal office of a Deacon, one pare 
of whoſe work is certainly ro ſerve tables ? 
for is not thax work incompatible iwith the 
work of a Presbyter , eſpecially in greac 


places? anc was it not judged fo by the 
Apoſtles > 9. How ſhall the Presbyter 
promiſe to continue in the officeof a Des. 
con only, as a, probationer for the Presbyte- 
rie? 10 How can he believe that a Deaconry 
!sa ſtep to Presbyterie, when yet he is forced 
himſelf; re ſtep from Presbyterie to Deacon- 
ry ? if the motions of our ſpeculations 
alccnd troma Deaconry to Precbyterie, how 


then (hall che motions of our practicals 
de- 


deſcend from a Presbyterie toa Deacontie ? 
what croſs-graind creatures would this make 
052 and what contradictory motions weuld 
this prodace in us ? would not ſuch a pro- 
cedure fic the perſon in the Queition for this 
Motto 2'vmigratpr 3 > 
But if you ſay, this is not the real office 
of a Deacon , then 1. What office is it © 
2. By what authority inſtituted ? 3, Why 
is it called the office of a Deacon? 4. Why 
are men ordained 1in:0 ic, as the Deacons 
office? 5. Why are men engaged to execute 
it as the Deacons office, ? Letcheſe things 
be conſidered, for conſideration is the end of” 
their offer, not a poſitive preſent determina« 
tion by the Author, 
, It. How many ordinatiors to the ſame 
office may a man ſubmit unto ? Takes 
perſon that is now re-ordained,be was i.Ocr- 
dained by the Presbytecie to be a Presbyter: 
2. He was ordained by the Biſhop to be a 
D:acon. 3. To be a Presbyter. Sothen 
thereisrwo , if not three ordinations to the 
ſame office paſſed already, And if « man 
may ſubmit co ewo ordinations, then why 
not torwenty ? andif co twenty, why not 
rwtwo hundred, if any ſuppoſed neceſlizy 
ſhall require it ? as once in a diſcourſe & 
Gentleman of the paffive conformable way, 
D 2 beitig 


| "0 (36) 
being asked, what if the Magiſtrate hould 


impoſe as many ceremonies in the worſhip of 


Cod, as ever the Jews had, though nor the 
| very ſame, muſt we ſubmit to them all ? 
Yes,ſai1 be. Suppoſe he ſhould edd as many 
more as ever the Heathens had , muſt we 
ſabmic ro chem all? yes alſo. And therefore 
what think you? will jt not be worth while 
to conſider a lictle, where we ſhall ſtop or 
ſtzy , if once we leave Chriſts inſticutions, 
Chriits boundaries ? 

12, Whether by areordination we hall 
f0t creare innumerable (cru ples in rhe bearts 
of the people about the validity of our 
former conſecrations of Sacraments 2? 
and therefore if for the ſatisfaRion of a ſcru- 
pulous Clergy we accept an hypothetical 
reordination , how ſhall we avoid the 
giving an hypotherical rebaptization 
for the ſatis&ion of a fcrupalous 
Laity ? 

13. Will not this reordination prove the 
createſt ſcandal to the Reformed Churches ? 
will chey not look upon it as diſowning their 
Ordinatiors , their Miniſtry, their Sacra» 
IGEntS , cheir Churches , their all ? for 

, Werenor their Mioiſters ordained by the 
Se rater as well as ours ? 2. Had not 
tnany of chem as couch liberty, if not more, 
of 
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of attsininp Epiſcopal ordination then ours ? 
3. D.d nor ſome of them call off their 
Biſhops? which is the worit char can be ſaid 
dy the Prelatiſts againſt ours, arid againſt buz 
a very tew of chem neither, 4, Have not 
ſeveral of them declared in their Harmony 
of Confefſions their dillike of Dioceſan 
Biſhops, and Lord-Biſhops, which is more 
then many of ours ever did? 5, Have not 
ſeveral of their Chieftains written ſo volu- 
minouſly and learnedly againſt Dioceſans, as 
few of ours were ever Ouilty cf? how can it 
therefore be denied bur this reordination 
will ſadiy wound them through our fides © 
and ſhall we make a ſmajl matter of ſo fad 
a buſineſs, as 7, To calt fach a reflexion 
gpon ſuch famous. and numerous Minilters 
3nd Churches ? 2, To make ſuch a wide 
breach berwixr our ſelves and them, fome- 
times the Deareit friends 8 3. And to 
make it by backſIiding trom our former pre» 
feſſions of liking ard loving them? 4. And 
bereby weakenthe Proteſtznt Intereit?5.And 
play the devils and the Jetuits ame, whilſt 
they ftand lavghing on? 6. Ard provoke 
Proteſtant Princes and Paſtors to fer chem- 
ſeives apainſt us, and it may be to fight us by, 
carnal and ſpiritual weapons ?if chis 02.4 
laughing matter,whar is lamentable 7 ngt9- 
| D 3 ri955 
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Otis is that ſtory , how Door Holland 
( when DoRor df the chair at Oxford) 
ſchooled D. Laxd, afterward Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury, yet 8nd turned. him our of 
the Schools in che face of the Univerſity, for 
denying Biſhops and Prieſts to be one order, 
and that upon this very sccount, becauſe ic 
would ſer usat variance with the Reformed 
Churches, which haye alwayes bitherto 
continued in amity, 

14. How ſhall web: faichfal ſons of the 
Church of England , if we ſhould difown 
that ordination which our Reverend Clergy 
have formerly owned? or own a reordination 
which they bave :| wayes diſowned ? How 
ambitions ſoever ſome of our brethren are 
to be admired as the conſtant ſons of the 
Churh of England, yer let me tell them, if 
they have nothing more to argue their con- 
ſftancy, then their diſowning an ordinstion 
which was alwajez owned, and owning a 
re-ordination which was alwayes diſowned, 
they may be long enough ere they attain 
that honour , except they attain it before 
they deſerveir; likewiſe had they no more 
to prove the unfairthfnine's of the Presbyte- 
T1ans to the Church of E»gland, then becauſe 
they will nor deſert the Church of England 
inthcſe two material points , they _ 
WI 
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twiſt ſand long enough before they make 
ropes. And here let no man buzinto my 

ear ſuch a Queſtion as this, how can the 
Church of Z#agland be unfaithful ro the 
Charch of £»g/and? for I hope none will 
confine the Church of Z»gl2»d to a few of her 
preſent DoQors, be they never io eminent; 
neither will they underſtand by their faithful- 

neſs to the Church of Exglard,a faithfulne!s Biſhop 
to a perſonal ſacceſſion ot Biſhops; for. what Jewel De- 
is that but Popiſh? but to a Doctrinal ſuc- _ - 
ceſſion, for that is Proteſtant. —— And = 
here what need I ſay much to prove that the b % * : 
Rigbe Reverend Biſhops; Doctors and 120. 
Paſtors of oar Church have owned Presby- 

terian ordination as valid? ſich that incom-- 
parable Mr. Baxtey hath cited Biſhop 


FZewel, Bancroft, Vſher , Downame, Dave- Diſpur. * 


nant, Alley , Morton, Pilkinton, Prideanx, With Eze- 
Overall, Brawhall, Briages , Bilſon , and Fe "O3s 
Anarews, all Bifhops, and D. Field, Saravia, 74mm 
Powell, Chillingworth, Bernard, Ferne , 
SteWard, 7daſon, with the Lord Digby, - 
Grots#s and Chiſenhall , to whom may be 

edded the Reverend D. Sanderſon , D. 

Featley, Deagflaponies, and D. Forbes ; and 
eſpecially lene the Archbrpops , Brſpepr, 
Archaracons and Clergy of Englani be Irenican:. | 
forgotten, who in their Book eaticuled,7 he "Y 
D + - 


| M. Pryns 
t.'ub ſh. 
Tim. & 
Tit. p. 71, 48. 1543. in both which TraQs they re- 
RR 
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inſtitution of a (hriffian man, ſubſcribed with 
all their names, and dedicated to K, H.8. 

an. 1537.0. 'of Orders. Nor K. 2.8. 
himſelf-who in bis book tiled A weceſſary 
erudition for a Chriſtian man, let out by au. 
thority of the Stat.of32.H. 8.c.26.approved 
by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, with 
the Neather Houſe of Parliament, publiſhed 


ſolve, that Biſhops and Priefts by Gods Laws 
are one and the ſame, and that the power of 
ordination and excommunication belongs 
equally to them bath. Now judge who are 
nearelt the Church of ©»gland, the rigid 
Prelatiſt, or the moderate Presbyterian, And 
chat our honoured Fathers were againſt che 
reordination of the presbyterially ordained, 

appears partly from their owning ſach ordi- 
nations as valid ; and more fully in their 
conſtant admitting ſncb to preferment with. 
out any reordinition. To inſtance in that 
famous ſtory ofche threeBiſhops, whereof B. 
Anarews was one,that were to conſecrste Bi- 
ſhops for Scotland. and the Qu.being mov'd 
whether thoſe Scorch Miniſters ſhoot! not be 


reordained Pre:byters before they were | 


conſecrated Biſhops,and ic wiiſſtEgrried in the 
Negative, and ſo they proceev@." Iremem- 
ber not long fince a Reverend Miniſter and 

; + 
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prebendary told my ſelf, that be baviog re- 
| ceived Presbyterian ordination beyond ſea, 

who when he came over into Exglaxd, went 

toa Biſhop abou: his ordination, who re- 
faſed t-s reordain him : the judgement of 
wick, Hooker, Armachanus, and Maſon, 

ſhall be given by and by. Bur if any one 
would perſwade me that the antient Biſhops 
were for ſuch a reordination , I ſhall only 
entreat him to produce a Catalogue of their 
names, with a citation of their words, for 
ſeeing is believing. Burt I confeſs I have 
arrived at ſuch a degree of affurance 
that few if any art all of the late Biſhops 
(excepting A. Land, with two or three: of 
his Proſelites) chat ever avowed a reordina- 
tion of thoſe that were ordained by Presby- 
ters; were thoſe old dead Biſhops bur alive 
apain, they would quickly(T believe)remove 
reordinations,and ſuch like altitudes. Nay 
more yet,l do not bclieve that A. Lana, B. 
Mountagae, or Biſhop Ha!!, though the 
bigheit in E»g/4:d that I have read of, gid 
ever maintzin that thoſe might lawiuliy te 
| reordained which were validly ordained 
before, ſo then the perlon inthe Queſtion 
muſt be ſatisfed,that his former ordination 
15 void, orelſe he departs from thoſe three 
lofty B.:ſhops ; butif therein he be am 
i Len 
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then he departs from others (in this at leaſtybict 
much more humble. judge now by thidome 
how we can accept a ſecond ordination, anfiraw! 

yet be faithful ro the Charch of England | from 

I5. Will not ehis ſubmiſſion to 2 re-ordihive | 
nation prove a confirmation of ſome in cerſnest 
rain falſe principles, &2nenervation of othenſyiſe t 
in certain true principles, and ſo prove ghutb 
Iamentable ſcandal ro them both ? See thdſorn 
danger of ſcandalizing your brethren, Jer]whilf 
23. 14. fat. 18.6,7. Rom. 14. 14. lt|tbeir 
1 Cor. 10.28, 29, 30, 31, 32. & 1 Corſfilled 
8.9, 10,11,12. Now conſider wherherdolo 
theſe be not falſe principles. That there uljaſt n 
an abſolute neceſſity of a regular ſuccrſſiom of man) 
Biſhops and Prieſts, that Biſhops are a diſti|truſt 
erder from the Presbyters, jare divino, thai\ceſſa! 
rhe ſole power of ordinaticn as well as thi Tarr 
exerciſe of it lies jure divino , who!ly is; thi| lepar 
Dioceſan, or that a Dioceſan Biſhip u ential u| 1 
oraiuaticn. Aud ſo wherethere are no Dio-| pray 
ceſans,there are no Miniſters,no Ordinances,| ordit 
no Churches Organical, no Chriſtians. Seeſ ſolen 
now how naturally ſuch a re-ordination| belie 
tends to the leng'hening the cords, and| orl 
lirengthening che ſtakes of theſe principles :| will, 
and likewiſe how craftify it weikens the] with 
hands, and emaſculates the hearts of choſe in| Whe 
Ergland, ard other Reformed Churches ( 
;  whi@ 
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aſtſbich maintain the contrary. Little. do 
higome think how their re-ordination hath 
nWrawn tears from many an eye, and fobs 
om many a ſpirir, whom they would nor 
didave made ſad , aud encouraged many young 
er4nes to 1mbibe thoſe principles which other- 
ergyiſe they durſt nor have taſted ; and how it 
 ghath beena ſporr unto ſome, mocking and 
bdſcorning at mens flaid vertiginous humors, 
er whilſt others have ſtood trembling to ſee 
{:]their dangerous flumbles ; and how it bath 
{filled ſome men with bopes that all would 
erdo ſo, and therefore they need to abite us 
4jaſt nothing : and others with fears, that too 
oflmany would do ſo, and therefore they dare 
Airuſt us with nothing ; and jaſt as the unne- 
&ceſſary Impoſers, ſo the Weatbercock- 
1| Turners do. ſadly promote the Browniſtical 
| ſeparation. 
| 16. How canthe perſon inthe Queſtion 
-| pray in faith for a bleſiing on the ſecond 
,| ordination , eicher before, in, or af:ec the 
ef olemnity ? for wha: pround have we to 
1] believe that Chriſt will bleſs fach an odd u'e, 
{| orI fear, abuſe of his ordinance, or, if you 
| will, a bumane injunction varniſhed over 
| with ſpecious pretences ofChrills inſtirution? 
| Whether there be any morethena pretence 


| of Chriſts in%iration, &ry and ſee. 1.1n 
 Chriſis 
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Chriſts ordination there isa ſeprepgation of "ww 
perſon from the world, which ſuppoſes big? k 
in che world (ina ſenſe) before; bur thi at 
ſuppoſition cannoc be admitted, and conk Ani . 
quently there js no ſegregation in revrding PA 
tion. 2. Is there not in Chriſts ordination 
ſpecial dedication of a perſon ro God 
which ſuppoſes that he was not ſo dedicate k 
before: now this cannot be ſa ppoſediq, , 
reordination. 3. in Chrifts ordination if 
there not an inyeſtiture with Eccleſiaſtical, 
power ? which ſuppoſes a defct of thaf P: 
power before; but notſoin reordinztion before 
Wherethen is the eſſence of the iritirared 
ordination , or the natural conſequenth,,,,, 
thereof to be found in this cew. deviſeſ,, - 
rranſ:&ion? which muſt be called a leg if th 
eſtabliſhmenr, a Canonical confirmation, 
&c., Upon what foundation therefore ſhall 
we build either our faith or hope, thar God 
w:ll own us, or bliſ{c us in ſuch a buſireſs? 
17. Is it not worth while to conlider 
whether the Reordain-rs themfelves be ce ſerve 
rionical, or not? notthat] intend to flandet Piſco; 
in the leaſt any of our Right Reverend emi] 
Biſhops; only 83 i nay withour j:\t offence]! 
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diſcover in theſ; chor Biſhops have as lire... 
regular 2utbority to ordein «5 the Pregby: "_ 
rers theinſelves, 1, What hath ceqn thought 
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ff theſe Biſhops which were never eleted 


'þy the Presbyterie and Iayity? Honorizs 


{ 


he Emperor (as faith {hop / wel) Wri- 


ing to Poniface , faith, if tio Biſhops Reply pe \ 
Rhrongh _— and Donteation happen to be 7 


, we: will that. neither of them be 
lowed as Biſhop but that he only continge.in 
the Apaſtolical See whom out of the number 


7 f the Clergy, goaly diſcretion, and the com- 


ent of the whole bretherbood ſhill chnſe by a 


Tow el:(tios, The ſame Jewel rels us, thaz 
: reg. Pre:b. ſaith, for that the þr'> 30s 


land inflalment of Greg. Nazian. was paſt 
"Wefore the Biſhops of Egypt and Macedonia 


I Same, and {o» made without their conſent, that 


Iberefore they utterly refuſed to allow him, or 
"Jedmit him as Biſhop there, not from any diſlike 
of the parity, bat for that they thought them- 


"elves defrauded of their voices. — The Com Par: 


decreta Canmnu vidantur, placuit ut juxta®© 
antiquam Conſuctuainem Canoanm decreta 


Menifſimd qneſierit veluniate , non Principis 


[imperio , wmeque Pr gu: amlibet cenditionens 
1 contrs 1 Metropolt voluntattis Epiſcopy- 
ramqne Comprovinclalism ingeraiur, quod ft 


Per 


Council at Paris thus decrees, quia aliquzb us . C8, 
ik rebus conſuetnas priſca negligitur , 6 Ger{. Bu- 


er, de: gu- 
ere. Eccl. 
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per ordinationem regiam henoris iſins c [6104 
pervadere nimia trineritate aliquu preſumpÞ ya 
rit, 4 Comprovinctalibm loci ipſins Epiſcoſſyi6t 
recipi nullatenits mereatur , quem indebifght) 
aj] umprunm agnoſciint Siquy de Conprovincify%® 
libus recipere enum contra inailta preſumpſe uſt: 
fit 4 frarribns omnibus ſegregatus, & TIC weld 
oats charitate remorus. The Centuriatop\'cc 
ſpeak forth antiquity abundantly Euſe 
eletions; to inſtance briefly i in Cent. 3.p.94# 
Uſitatum in, Ecclefits Orientalibas fuit, at falte 
elebtionem ant ordinationem alicujus Epiſcop'4P* 
venirent ex vicinia & plares Presbyters, oN* 
Epi/cops, eique quem dignum eo honore cog jc40 


Euſeb.t. 6. viſſcu!, manus imponerent, quemadinodam | 17'8 


£. 8. 


. C- in [ua Eccleſia, & per nniverſas fell 


Origents ordinatione apud Celaream fattan [91 
Eundem in ordinaudis Presbyters & Epiſcopi T 


morem etiam Africanz Eccleſig obſervarunt! 
Cypr. 1. 2. primum enim fi alicus Eccleſia praficiendies $4, 


_ ad ordinandns Epiſcopus eſſet, per literas Provi 
-0M. 


Gera 


cite finitimis omnibus [i gmificabatur , poſta N » 
ejuſdems provincie Epiſcopi proximi quiqn ope 
veniebaut, aut quique wenire minns poſſent Tt 
Jnairinm ſunm per literas fignificabant , & 
acligcbitur Epiſcopus ea plebe , cual 
Epiſcopus futurns erat, preſents, & acceſſt 5 " 
manuum impoſutio ; hex morem Cyprianuſ <> exe 


non- 
if a 


2. 


provincias obſervatum ttſtatur. 04 Une 
dinationen 


(47). 
1] Nat nt ue Epiſcoporuns aut Miniſtrernm 'S Cent. 4; 
mpkccleſits Afraticis precedebant {uffragia (ut C 6.de vi- 
/cofudetnr) populi, Magiſtrat , & aliorums libs circa 
ebipiſcoporam & Presbyterorum, & eximplo ordinat. ps 
wcipebat Paſilius Epiſt. 58. ad Meter. ſize '**) 
ſerijpſt 1 ſuffragiu ordinationem in ſeaitionem 
ryfenrerdnum exiiſſe, Er Conſtant. in Epiff. ad 
roNicomedenſes hortatur eos, wt ſab pulſo 
fiEuſebio ali»m ordinent Epiſcopmm, &* elegan- 

offer ingnit, medicina non ſera furrit , finunc 
ie dlaltexs deleflo Epsſcopo fidels & witegro 
anlreſpexerits in Deum , gned impraſenta et 
apaeſtarts veſtre, & jampridem arbuerat ju- 

rwldicio veftro ofſe perfeiny ——— & un Euro- 

\ peu Eccleſits ad elrfFionem Epiſcops conſenſtts 

nl 4/1: M4dins agceaebat. | 

pj The Fourth Council of Carthage requires @ 
y;1(0.the admiffion of every Clergy man ciview x, Com. 
aaenſum , trſtimonium , & convenientiam. Tom. 6. 

ix Gerard citeth for the peoples rigbr of EleRti- Sc. 95, 
2,400, Ambr. Chryſeſ. Orig. Iſidore twelve 96. 

| Popes, and many amtientexamplcs. 
| This I ſuppoſe may ſuffice to ſhew that 

4 non-cleQcd Biſhops are non-canonical ; bur 

yif any would ſee more, let them read D. 
f Blondels Apol.p. 379 &c. Gelaſpies Miſcel. 
Ii 9. 8, EXC. 
4 2.” What if the Ordainers ſhould at any 

4 time prove (437d abt Dems) lazy, inconti- 
p nent, 


* 


Niccn. 


Concil. 
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nent, intemperate, worldly or Symonaid Þ- 
perſons?2by what charter doth Chrift conv 
Epiſcopal power to thoſe that are notoriouſ. 
ly ſach?or allow them whilſt @cb,to exercif} 
fach authority : > and what hath the Churq 


decreed, and the learned determined con 


cerning ſuch ? The ſeventh Canon of tl 


Apoſtles,as they are called, determines thu 
Epiſcopns, aut Presbyter, ant Diaconus, 1 
qnaquam ſ[eculares curas ours, : ſin autem 
arqiviatur. Et Can. 25. Epiſcopw , 

Prezbyter, ant Diaconus' —_y ” Galeatli 


ant perjarw, aut furto capt oft, —_ : 


Can. 42. Epiſc. Presb. aut Diac. alta a 

thrictati deſervsens, aut definat, aut cert 
damnetar : & Can. 44. Epiſe, Precb. au 
Diac #ſuras & debiteribus exigent, aut ae ſonal 
ant certe damneinr, —— Likewiſe in tht 
great Connc. at Nzce, it was derermined 
\Quicunque ex lapſls per $gnorantians [on 


erdinati vel comtemptum eorum qui eos ordinal 


verunt, hoc non prejudicat Regule Eccleſiaſt 
Ca,cum enim compertum fuerit, deponantur, 
And Can. 18. depoſes thoſe that are guilty 


Con. Anc, of uſury and oppreſſion. The Counc. al 
Can. 210. Aycyra cecreed,s $941 adulterinn Commiſerit 

« 
ſeptem anni in peenitentia completr, perfelitonl- 


reddatur ſecundum priſtinos gradus. The we. 


fifteenth Can. of the Counc. of Nice, "th 
4015 
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the 21.Can. of the Counc, at Axtioch diſables 
| a Biſhop to remove from one City to ano- 
2} ther. The Centuriators ſay, Teftatur erians 
cif} Auguſt, (q3/dam Epiſcopos rebus ſecularibus cen. 
rd} occupars, & -minns ſtadioſe operans ſacris Magd. 
on} Kreris navare , eogue erroribus indulgere ; Cent. 5. 
tht" [des queritur maltos favore walgs ad ſacer. ©7 2-407 
Id dotia vexire ; & illum qui pecunia Epiſcopas 
i. tws honorem acquirdt,non venire a Deoindicat, 
in| Biſhop Jewel that mail of the Papiſts ſaith , 
an ** As for the Biſhop of Rome-——excepr he 
onl © miniſter the Sacraments, inftratt the 
tur © people, warn them, and teach them, we ſay 
an ** that be ought not of right once ta be called a 
ert © Biſhop, or ſomuch as an Elaer, for a Biſhop, 
am © as ſaith Saiyt Auguit, as aname of labogr 
1atl © and not of bonour; that the man that ſcteketh 
thi ** ro have preheminence, and not to profit, may 
ed} © anderſtand himſelf to be no Biſhop ——— F. 
aw © Chry/oft.laith, ſmults ſacerdotes, &- Pauci 
na © ſacerdotes; wulti nomine, panics op:re. Saint 
ſti © Ambr. ſaith, Nis bonnm opus ampleftars, 
ar} © Epiſcopms eſſe now pores — - And 
yg © wickhiff, Papa vel Pralatut malas ©: 
all-** preſcirusr,of £quivece Paſtor, & vere far, 
rit] ©* latro, Saint Chryſoſ. Dui ab hominizns 
joriſ}.'* ordinatns (and not by God) quantam ad 
| Deum attinet non eft Sacerdos ant Diaconus. 
|» Thus far that pegrieſs Jewel, 
| E 3, Whax 


(50) DE. 

. | 3, What power have heretics}, ſchiſma-] ',, 
tical or notorionſly erroneons Biſhops ?{ - 
where doth Chriſt give anthority to thoſe} 1 
that are plainly bent to deftroy Chriſtianity, ſeq 
toſeduce his people ? The Centuriators tell fe 
us two or three very pretty ſtories ſo mrch] ra 
to our pnrpoſe that 1 ſhall repear them. th 
Oportcbat antem ( mt hic obiter moneamn:)| fe, 
Epiſcopum manuum imporentem, mon (uſpette on 
eſſe religions, ſed orthodoxum, fic enim Moſes| y;; 
Saracenus raptus & ad wicinam Epiſcopum| th, 
Lucium Alcxandrinum at ordinaretur ad| jp 
auftus, manum tus quod Arianns eſſe gen 
religions boftis & per ſecator,ferre noluit,. ſed] [,, 
drancs [e Juſſit ad exulantes in montants or| 5; 
thedox3s A quibts manuum im poſertonem| TY 
accepit.--— -Simle exempinm Theod. etian| + tft 
de Antioehio recitat; is enim Enfebio wagn| « 
1s Samoſatenſium Eps/copo ſmeceſſor delefÞn,| wit 
cum inter manuum impoſitionew converſM\ fire 
vidiſſee Jovianum Pergenſem qas brevi rem-| Th, 
pore cum Arriauilin conjunttus fnerat ,n1anun if el 
Capitt ſo imponere, vepalit lam, petiitqu neg 
ne intereſſet numero conſecrantinm ſe ; quoil (rt, 
ſufferre manun adminiſtran blaſphemie ſacre| gg 
rum ſe poſſe mgarce, And that Reveren] - | 
Dodor Field writes that which may make aq 
jome mens cars tingle to read; Cyprial a7, 


(laih he) Cecilius, Pofic, ang vtver Br/heſi ori 
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writing to the Clergy and people of the 


Churches of Spain, whereof Baſdl des and 


| Martialis were Biſhops, who fell in time of per- 
ſecution, denicd the faith, and arfiled thew- 
ſelver With idolatry , perſwaae them to jepa- 


| rate themſelves from theſe Biſhops , aſſuring 


. them that the people being holy, religions, 
fearing God, andobeying big Laws , may and 
ought to ſeparate themſelves from $mpious 
wicked Biſh»ps , and not to communicate with 
* them in matters of Goas ſervice: Qnango 
ipſa plebs maxime babeat poteftatems vel els- 
genas dignos ſacerdotes , vel indignos rect- 
ſanis, | heſameDofor cites Ocham thus: 
$; Papa & maxime celebres Epiſcopi imidaat 


| #n hereſin,ad Catholics dewaluta eff owns po- 


"reſt-as indicandi. 

So then when God fhal puniſh 3 people 
with ſuch Biſhops, bow Candidates can ce- 
fire ordination [from them, jadge you. 
Though their a&s when done, may be valid 
if the ſobfiance of the Ordinance wete not 
negleRed-, yet that will not juſtilie ehelr 
fnful betowances , nor other Giifulrec 'cpti- 
Ons. 

18, Could you admit feardination 1n 
ats fignato, ye! how can you admit it in 
au exercito? Here 1tis ſuppoicd , thar re” 
M gridination in gftxexirciro, is cloathed with 

B 2 many 
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many sccidents, which ( quead #25) are 
intepirable : the particulars whereof may 
be tcen 1n tbe bovk of Confſreration of Bi. 
ſhops, Prz:byters, and Deacons; a fcantling 
wherefroin I ſhall propound for confidera- 
rion, and leavethe judicious and conſcien- 
tious to make the concluſion, 1. How can 
you perſwade your ſelves thar this ſecond 
ordination is no proper ordination, no new 
inveſtiture with office-power ? When yet 
1, They begin with anexhortation , declaz 
ring the duty and office of ſuch as come to 
be adwitted Miniſters. 2, Ic is ſaid the 
Archdescon, or bis Depu:y, (hall preſent 
ſuch as ſhall cometo the Biſhop to be ad- 
mitted Deacons. 3. If the Archdeacon 


rell truth, chen he preſents theſe perſons} 


preſent to be admitted D-:acons. 4. If rhe 
Biſhop tell truth, then the perſons preſented 
areto be ordered Deacors, and to be xdmit- 
red to the ſame. F. The Directory in that 
book faith, And if any great crime be objec- 
ed, the Biſhop ſhall farreaſe from ordering 
that perſon. 6. It is ſaid , the B:ſhop com- 
mending ſach 8s are found meet co be order: 


ed, &c. 7. Itis8fterward prayed, Merc 
fully bebold rbeſe thy ſervanrs now called to 
the like office and adminiſtration. 8. It 
further ſaid, that the Oath- of the King 
| Sppremac) 


(53) 


Supremacy is to be adminiftred to every of 
them that are t9 be ordered; 9. Itisapain 
inthe direction ia1d, every one of rhem that 
re co be ordered. 10. The Biſhop calls 
th: work you come abour,a raking upon you 
this office and adminiftration. 11. Ac- 
cordingly he tels you what appertaineth eo 
the office of a Degcon. 12. Afﬀcerwards 
the Biſhop expreſly ſaith, Take thou autho- 
rity to execute the cffice of a Deacon. 
13.Itis Allo all chat are ordered ſhall carry 
and receive the boly Communion the ſame 
day wichthe Biſhop. 14. Then the Biſhop 
bleſſeth God for the taking of thoſe ſervants 
into the office of Deacons in the Church of 


| God. 15. The Archdeacon ſhall preſent 


unto the Biſhop all chat ſhall receive the 
order of Prieſthood that day. 16. The 
Archeeacon faich, Reverend Father in God, 
I preſent unto you thete perſons preſent to 
be admitred to the order of Prieſthood, 
17. The Biſhop faich, Good people, theſe 
be they whom we purpote, Gad willing, to 
reccive this day to the ho'y office of Prieft- 
hood. 18. If there be any of you which 
knoweth any impediment or notable crime ' 
of any of them, forthe which he onghr nor 


| to be received into this holy Miniſtery. 


I9, The Biſhop prayes, Mercifully behold 
E 3 theſe 


/ 
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theſe perſons, now called to the office of 
Priethood, 20. The Biſhop calls it three 
times, The office to which ye are called,or to 
the ſame purpoſe,in his exhorcation. 21. In 
the Biſhops firſt Queition, in the nameof 
the Congregation, there are theſe expreſii- 
ons called- To the minifiry of Prieſt- 
hood. 22, The Biſhop bleſſeth God for 
calling thoſe perſons to the office and mini- 
ſtry. 23. Receivethe holy Ghoſt, and take 
thon authority, &c. 24. In the Rubrick 
following it is ſaid, If the orders of Deacons 
and Priefts be given both vpon one day. 
25. Afterwards the ordering of Prieſts, 
26. The ordering of Prieſts 8gain, 27. The 
Dcacons ſhall be ordered, Befides the title 
of the book, the form off msking and conſe- 
crating, &c. ſo that above thirty times in 


this book is the exerciſe called the ordering | 


of Prieſts and Deacons, thonph not in the 
{ame words, yet in others that are tazta- 
2ount , many whereof ſeem by no means 
applicable ro a meer legal eſtabliſhment , or 
any thing leſſe then a proper inveſtiture 
wich tuniſterial power; and ſeveral ef them 
being 1n prayers and promiſes, wherein an 
equivocation and wreſting of words is dan- 


Serous , therefore though we ſhou'd grant | 


(which yer we deny ) that ordination may 
| | be 
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be uſed to ſome other end then to inveſt 
with power from Chriſt , yet we can by no 
means grant that ic ſhould be adminiſtred 
by this form , which ſo plainly expreffech 
what is not intended, and is wholly filent in 
that which is only intended. But to proceed 
to other conſiderations, 2. Can you chear- 
fally ſing the Letany with the Congrega- 
tion, when you are reordained, according as 
tis appointed? 3. Can you joynin praying 
the Letany , which hath in ic ſa many ſtated 
repetitions, as alſo ſtated alterations, the 
. | people beingone while che publick month, 
another wiile the Miniſter , and tbelr parts 
12 prayer being lo disjoyned, that neicher tlie 
Miniſters words, nor the peoples words, 
carry any full ſence in themſelves, bur depend 

upon ſupplyes from each other ? Yea, is 
| there not ſuch an alteration of che ſpeakers 
inthe ſaying that moſt compendious conca- 
tenated form of cur bleſſed Lords own pre- 
ſcribing? 4. Can you pray in the Letanies 
general expreſſions for all that travel by 
land and by ſea? 5, Doyou well undec- 
ſtand the Oath of the Kings Soveraignty, 
appointed to be adminiſtred to you , that ye 
may be able to iwear ia truth, righteoaſcels, 
and judgement? 6, Can you profeſle be- 


fore a Congregation , that you truſt you are 
| E 4 inwardly 
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inwardly moved by the holy Ghoſt, to rake | 


upon you the office and miniſtery of a D:a- 
con, after ſo long a time #s you bave been 
virtually a Deacon already? 7. Can you 


ſolemnly profeſs , that you think you are 


truly called to the miniſtery of che Church, 
that ir, firſt co be a Deacon, and afterwards a 
Presbyxer , Either according to the will of 


Chriſt, or the order of this Realm? Where |j 


hath Chriſt or this Realm preſcribed ſuch a 
reordination'? 8, Canyou cordially pro- 
miſe that you will gladly and willingly aflift 
the Prieft in divine Service in the Congrega- 
tion where you are placed? 9, Can you 
promiſe reyerent obedience to your Ordi- 
nary, whois (it is like ) bur of the ſame 
order and the ſeme depree of that order, as 


inſtituted by Chrift jeſus? yea it may be} 1 


he is but a lay-perſon exerciſing fpiricaal 
juriſdiction ; and alſo that you will ſubmit 
ro his podly judgement? 10. Can you 
receivea diſtin anthority to be a Deacon, 
and a diſtint authority to read rhe Scri- 


pture, according to the two diſtin& aRs of| 


inveliiture? 11, Can you receive a diſtin 
anthority to read the New Teſtamenr,with- 

out any expreſle delivery of power to read 
the old Teſtament, cr any mention of it? 
I2. + Can yon comfortsb'y receive the Lords 
ey | _e- 


CSF) 


Supper with them, and according to them? 


View the form in the Liturgy, 13. Can 
you rationally joynin tbe laſt prayer in the 
ordering of Deacons, where they pray; that 


|the Deacons may ſo well nſe themſelves in 


this inferiour office, that they may be found 
worthy to be called ( which muſt needs 
imply Hereafter) unto the higher Miniſtery 
in this Church? How can you thus pray, 
that you muſt exerciſe the office of a Dea- 
coo , by the faithful diſcharge whereof you 
may be judged meet to he madea Presby- 
ter , and yet be ordained D-acon end Pres- 
byzer both on one day ( ss ſome I hear 
are ) wherein you neither have ſufficient 
time for tryal , nor the proper judges pre- 
ſent? 14. Can you joyn in the firit prayer 
in the orderisg of Presbyters, Mercifully 
behold theſe thy Servants, now called to the 
office of Prieſthood , which ſeems to imply 
Not before? And the like in the ebird pray- 
er aiter the Letany, 15, What is that of 
fice of Prieſthood according to Scripture 


'and the Laws of our Realm? And where are 


the Miniſters of the Goſp:i called Prieſts ? 
16. If ever you aim at commencing Lord 
Biſhops, tow can you obey that exhor:ati- 
on., Whereinis this good [l[tion foll»wing, 
For this ſelf ſame cauſe ye ſer how 72 ought 
1, 


(58S) 
to for/ake and ſet aſide (44 much as ye may) 
al warid!y carer and ſiniies ——and that 
ye have elexrly determined, by Gods grace, ti 
give your ſelves wholly to this vocation, where: 
wnto it bath pieaſcd God to call you , fo that 
(as much as lies in yo) you apply your felvit 
wholly to this one thing, and draw all yow 
cares and ſtudics this way, and tothy ena? 
And can you promiſe the fame ? 17. Can 
you promiſe eo adminitter the diſcipline of 
Chriſt, when yet in the words of inveſtiture 
there 1s not any power Piven cxpreſly of 


not by certain Canons reftrained from ex- 
erciſing the diſcipline of Chriſt, or a great 
part of i:? 18. Can you promiſe to admi- 
niſter es DoRrine, Sacraments and Diſci- 
pine of Chriſt, 25 rhe Lord bath commended, 
and this Realm hath received them , except 
you can approve the whole Hierarchy ? and 
whether then? 19. Can you promiſe to 
rexch the people committed to your charge, 
to keep and obſerve the ſame , that is, rhe 
Doctrine, and Sacraments, and Diſcipline of 
Chriſt , as the Lord hath commanded, and 
this Realm hath received the ſame , accord- 
ing to the Commands of God? 20, Doth 
not that expreſſion , receive the voly Ghoſp, 
ſeem ro imply ſome extraordinary gitr, 
waich 


| 


adminftring fiſciplins ? Nay more, ere youl 
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24)) which the Ocdainers can neither believingly 
hajbeg,nor the ordained believe that tiey ſhall 

, tyfreceive 2 How can that expreſſion imply the 
ere-|office (as ſome great ones would have it), ,., 
hatith the auchoricy is delivered expreſly in ;, CO 
wetbe next words, Take thou authority to Bern.bouk 
onhreach, 8c. 2? And eſpecially how can that 339- 
42jexpretion intend the office, when yer it is © _ cle 
:anſuſed in the conſecration of Biſhops, wherein © > —_ 
of[t0 new oitice is beſtowed , or received, ac- 
xreſeording ro the judgement of multitudes of 
offoor late Biſhops th:mſzlves? Look before 
oulyou leap. 
x-| 19. Whether doth the perſon in the 
at] Qeſtion intend to undertake the cure of a 
1i-[particular Church, or: not? If not, ro whaz 
i-[parpoſe fſhon'd he be reordained ? Orc mnci 
d,|trouble bimſelf abonor this Queſtion ? If be + 
ptjdo, then I ask whether he can perform the 
1d| conditions neceſſary to the procurement of 
0|[nſtitution and InduRion ? If he cannot get 
e flnſticution and InduRion , to what purpoſe 
efSreordination ? Tf becan; then whether is 
flitby the benefit of his Majeſties Sracions 
d[/odulgenc2, or by a fall conformity ? If by 
.Ithe former , let him conſider, whether be be . 
[like to keep his Benihce on the ſame termes 
thit he gained it; if he cannor,. ro whar 
purpoſe ſhould be trouble bimfelf much zo 
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ain that, which if be had he could not keey - 
Bur if this muſt be by full conformicy, che Ne 
] only add, 1. Have you well conſider on 
whae that Government is thar is held fordf Nl 
inthe 39. Art. book af Conſecration , [| hal 
rurgy , and Canons? 2, H:ve you we ah 
conſidered what the Oath of Canoni A " 
obedience is, andro whom? 3. Have y 
throuphly conſidered the Liturgy ? 4. Ar 
the book of Homilies? 5. The Canons 
And 6. the book of Confecration? An”. 
have you attained fatisf:Ction by peruſi wa 
what is ſaid theresp2n ? Infomuch that yoſ? ſe 
can with a clear conſcience ſubſcribe, req 
and vſe them? Have you conſid lered th 
natural fruirs of growing principles, and ca wo 
you relliſh them, &c. ? Benotraſh in you 


The 
re. 


en 


l 
vows; forraſhyows are too often as raſh| , ſo 
broken as made; ard though the marte "7 

l f { 


may admit no violation, yet the raſhne 
will exat ſore lamentation. _—_ 
20. Is not this reordination , wher 
hypothetical, or «bſolute, a meer novelty 
feldome or never knownin the Church 0 
God this Oxrteen hundred yeers ? Were 
- indeed of great contentions in the Chard on 
anciently about ordinations ; bur were the " 
not generally determined either valid th 
invalid? If valid, where ſhall we find are 4 
ordination 


h eta 


ad 5 


ite 
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een dination ? If invehd, how could there be 
1 hreordination ? I ſuppoſe T need to fay bur 
_ Jile more to prove this negative, till ſome 
. tne eiſe (hall prove the affirmative. YetTI 
rf all add ſomething towards,not the proof of 
he negative direQly, but of an sfficmative, 
; Jthat will infer the negative ; viz. reordina- 
tion decryed both by Ancients and Moderns. 
The 67. Canon of the Apoltles ( as they 
re called ) runs thns : Fs gaz Epiſcops, 
aut Presbyter, ant Diaconns ſecundays ab In ſermo- 
« Ialiquoordind4tionem [nſceperit, deponatar tam ——_ 
liple quam qui ip/am ordinauit. Cyprian, dum, F 
” [Nemo ( inquit ) ſacros ordines $terum reno- Bellar. Ce 
Joar, St. Anguſtine ſaith, Car non poteft facram. 
dari ubi non rife datar , cum poſſit haberi EY 
Jabi nou refte habetur ? Anquid non habere Conwo, 
alind eſt , alind non refle habere ? Sir + nou Epift- 
1 dare aliad eft, aliad now refte dare. Sicut non Pam |. 2. 
refte babent qui ab mnitaie diſcedunt , {ed - I3. X 
tamein habent, & idefredennti nox reaitar , ſic _ ; 
ol liam non rette aat qui ab unitate di/cedir, ſed 
tamen dat, Q tdeo quod ab 0 accepit redeunti 
ad anitatems non reiteratur. Other words of . 
the ſime Father, and the words of Gregory 
yoa have before, The third Council ar 
Carthage determines thus ; 1/sd antews 
ſuggerimums, mandatam nebu quod etiam in 
Cappuenſs plenaria Synodo videtnr Fun 
qno 


ns 


In ſuplem- ordination, as this, Nallam Sacremental 


Q. 35. art. de niceſſurate ſuperiorum ordiyum qued alid 
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gned non liceat fiert rebaptizationes , & aete 
crdifationes, wel tranſlationes Epiſcoporun| $f 
This Caron is capable of ſuch a conſtructio}##! 
as is point-blank againſt reordination , nopſ?r 
much vnlike whereto are the tenth an{/® 
twentieth Canon of the Calcedo» Conn##» 
cc). F 
The Conncel of Trext (if that be wort” 
regard ) ſhall have leave to ſpeak, $:9m whe 
adixerit intribus Sacraments, baptiſmo ſcili eve 
cet, confirmatione, & ordine, non 1noprunss chi 
ratterems in avima , hoc eft ſigunwm quoddan 
ſpirituale, & inadulebile, nnde ca tterars ml & fx 
poſſuns, anathema pt. Dic 
Thomas Aquinas hath ſeveral flirts at re th 
habe 
nec Sacramentum quod habet effeimmo per ofee 


tunm Arbet iterark reſpondeo quod new if 
. ; : 1\we! 


fecr; 


minores ordines prius habeat , quia poteſtaill te 
{mnt diſtinfle , & tinnns quantum eft de [i 0 
rations won requirit alinm in esdem ſubjett of | 
C& taro etiams aliqut i» primitiva Ecclef "_ 
erdinabantnr in Preibyteros , qui minaregor . 

eines won ſauſceperant. Et ramen porerai ; 


—” j 
eminia Gag int 699 


44 infericres ordines poſſunt, quia in 
ferior poteſtas comprebenastaur ww ſuperidn we 
virinte; (ot ſonſus in intellsty, Duratin 
reons ; Sed poſted pr eaxftitutionens Eccleſia {ar 
acterginath 


(63) 
5 rd determinatum eft quod ad majores ſe non in- 

run] gerat , qui pris in minoribus :fficin ſe von 
Sigh hwmiliaverit ; & inde eſt quod qui oratuantur 

nolper ſalrnm, ſecundum Canones non reorainans- 

andiwr ; ſed id quod omiſſnm fucrat de praceden- 
oun[##5 ordinibas, ew confertur, The learned |  , 

Magroaffirms , That Sacramentam ordins operas 

arti nu iteratur Circa eandem materiam ; And ; 
ag when he bad diſcuſſed the ſeveral reaſons of 
-;/;(ſeversl forts , fome ſay, the indelible cha- 
-þjraRer ; ſome the reverence of the ordi- 
4ag/nance ,, ſomethe fixing into a certain tate, 

A Oc. then he =dds his own resſon thus:. 

Dico ergo quod canſa preditte (lo ] ſuppoſe 

reſt ſhould be printed ) #0 Srerationss oft quod 

pail habent ſufficientem tefficaciam reſpefin ſn 

nel ifectns , & hoc eſt generale omnibus Sar a- 

off 81814, © 1aco nullums oft irerabile, He an- 
.wers, that from the Lords Sopper the con- 
| Rcration whereof is not iterable on the ſame 
jelements; and ipeaking of the aniterability 
of baptiſme, confirmation, and orders, he 
F concindes, Et hoc conmcedant nes. 

ol Eſftin: that learned Schoolman maintains 
,q|h's Poſition, Sacrawenian ordinis charafte* x, Com. 
jim & n'0 3ngit's, nee vepety poſſe ; {1cmt 1 along. 
of bapriſmo conſecratur home religioni, & fami- 25.1.4. 
lhe Chriſts, in confirmatioue auters miliiie p46. {5 
ef hriſts, itews or dinatione conſecratpr in mini- 
 fterio 
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fterio Ecel:fiaſtico, ſen ſuntione publica | 
Eccleſia Chriſti ,, ea autem conſ{ecratio cu 
perpetnum relinguat effetium, five abſolutmn 
five reſpcttivum,quem charafterem dicimy 
ae quo diſputatur aud Scholaſticos, ea rati 
amitti nm poteſt, & proinde nec iterars, qi 
ſiqurs tentaverit, n#hil efficit : ac nihilomin 
Sacraments cum tall conſecratione dato fat 
inj«rizm ; deinque prebat hoc Eccleſia conſe 
ſt que ſemel ordinatos nunquam redrdinal 
legitur , unde merito definitum eſt hoc dogn 
primam in Florent. Conc. acinde #9 Tri 
aent. | 
De effect. Bullarmize affirmeth, Bapti/mus nox pot 
lacram- yepers, fs fmerit ſemel rite collatus, & etin 
& 8's confirmatio & orao. 
In Cao, | £#v*8 allo fairb, His non repugnavie A 
orthodox, £#/f1145, Vocavit ordinem Sacrementum, |t 
rom. 3 fignificatione lax; contulit cum bapiiſmo, ſt 
wat. 3. 0x £quAvit ; tantum oftendit convenientia 
$:14-P-66. ;,, £0,9u0d 6rdo non repeti arbet,quemaamoan 
nec baptiſmns, quodque utirque can aliq 
conſecratione confertur, iu kis quidems conven 
mnt, Ce | 
Tins Propofition following is given in 


Mr. P.in's che judgement of thoſe eminent Divine 


_ 1 Wickbffe and Fitchraphe ( alias Armachs 
Tis. p.7 :. 245 ) That one who was but a meer Prit 
might ordain anther, and that he who -wi 
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a ordaintd only by a ſingle Prieſt, ought not to 

cul donbt of his Prerbyter ſhip or be ordained again, 

wn fo as be rightly perform h# clerical office, 

mil becauſe rhe ordinaiton comes from God, who 

ti ſupplies all defetts. Mir. Baxter faich, you Difpur. 

gl muſt aiſtingnrſh vetwixt a General ordination ahour 

im to the office of the Miniſtry, and a ſpecial Church- 

far ordination to a particular Charch (as licenſing $9Vern- 

w/e a Phyſitian, ana ſetlng him over a City or — Pe 

| | 189. 

aſh Hoſpital) the firſi may be done but once, in 

om caſe it be traly gone, þ 

Til The Provincial Aſſcwmbly at London, af- Jus Divine |? 

| firms that there 7s 20 Scripture to warrant the Min. E- 7 

nl veiteration of ordination in caſe of removal %MP 147+ 2 

tia (much leſs without removal) the. Apoſtles | 
Went abort ordaining Elders in every Charch, 

All and Titus was left in {rete to ordain Elders, 

, [4 &c. but there is no mention made of any Com- 

, ſf miſſion for reiterates ordination, neither indeed 

Hl can it be, for ordination being the ſetting of a 

duh 1149 apart tothe eff.ce of the Miniſtry, and 

144 nat ouly to the exerciſe of it in ſuch a place, *» 

vew! though the lecal exerciſe ſhanld ceaſe , yet his 
office remains, and therefore meeas mot be rete- 

int rated . ts this truth we have the conſent of the 

ive #niverſal Chnrch, who do not enly not allow, 

chal but condewn a ſecond ordination: If che 

« univerſal Church be againſt reordination, 

| what need E more? ifI did, T mightadd borh 
2 F School- 


(66) 
Schooimen, Commentators, Common-place. | th 
men, &c. in abundance, as no doube our | 
Reordainers will ecknowledge. But to pre-| 
vent over=tediouſneſsT forbear, and pals on | gr 


to ſee what is ſaid for reordination. pl: 

ng 

| — | co! 
1 CHAP. IV. - 


Containing animadverſions upon that 
ſangular Tract of learned Mr, I, j,, 
Humfrey , wherein 1 (hall neither| the 
unfaithfully conceal , nar ſcornfull pol 
ſlight the leaſt weighty expreſsion, buil Bo 
ſhall carefully gather all the args 
ments ſcattered in his book and faith- 
fully recite them in his own words |. 


' cenſure to the judicions Reader, luſo 
CI7C 
Ove. 1. FS drawnfrom Paxl's circumcy adv 
. ? ſing of Timotby, and purifying} R 
A ys” himielf inthe Temple. hen Paul circum| adv 
eb be" ciſed Timothy, and parified himſelf with thi tus. 
fews in the Temple, theſe were things 1 conn| clar 

2ndefinitely anlawful, yer commendable 1n thi Ch 
caſe, I ds chuſe to ſkand on this grounq tho 

| EY 


(67) 
though we may araw, nearer on probabi- 
ty. 

e-| R. rt. Is not a choice to ſtand on this 
on ground an interpretative deſertins of ail 
plain, proper Scripture-proof, and a depend- 
ng upon a paralle!? which parallel 1 ſhall 
— | conſider. 

2. Were not thoſe ations of Pan! ex- 
erted ina period of time when the new law 
againſt them was not {ufficiently promul- 
ged ? but our reordinarion 1s aRed (ixteen 
1, hundred years aicer the full promulgation of 
_ the Goſpel, And may it not well be fup- 

poſed thar in that very »#terim of the cete- 
,,j| monies honourabie funeral , a far greater 
indulgence was permitted we: migat be 
th. permitted afterwards ? Lec Mr. Calvir that 
Expoſitornm facile Princeps, as Groties once 
called him, cive in his judgement 10 anſwer 
thi to this objection. Uidetur enim res efſe 
luſoria, ubs ab inſtitiro Det aiſceditur, atqus 
ircumciſ 0 atvinitus tantum ad Chriſts ſane 

Ich adventum mandata erat. 
inf! Reſpondeo circnmetſrontm its ce Jaſ fe C hriſtk 
mm advent ut Bren af, AS 3893 ſtatins Pt [ane a1D9'1- 
thi rus facrat, ſed liber maneret aenec patefatta 
um clarins Ince Evangelis omnes apnoſcerent 
ba Chriſtum eſſe finem legis. Piſcator unfolding 10 3.16. 
| thoſe words 'a' Tss IsSexes faith, wt ne 3* | 
| E 3 r 2p te * 4 


Com. in 
Ags 16.3 
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repudiarent illam Fudgi tanguam io cumci. 
ſum, quia nondum intelligebant circumcif- 
onem (ſe abrogatam. 

In Gal. 2 Parens faich,Olim temporibus Ap:Buloram 

3- erat ( {cil. clronmciſio ) libera, enum legs ab. 

rogatio offet in motu ;, poſiquam vero abrogatid 

mw in pe rfefta > pu blicata eſt ermnibus circumcfis, 
3 efit efſe libera, Eraſmus faith, Fude 
ent eraxt palam liberats ab enzre legs, 

[ gram oportcbat paulatime abolers. 

 - Sang on AR 16.3. is much to the fame 

| nurPO'e. 

In Gal.?. Baidvings ſaith, Circumciſio pro triplici 

5* ftatn Eccleſie triplicicer confiderari poteſt, wil 
at neceſſaria, vil ut ind fferens, vel at noxia; 
neceſſaria erat in vet, Teft.- - = - indifferen 
erat ſab imtizm nowi, ubi ad temps retine- 
battr danec Synagora Fudaica rum reverentia 
{epeliretur ; noxis vero boate off Foo Ec- 
cleſia nowt Teſt. confirmata et. 

Fnglifh Gelaſpy ainorptt a matter of fourteen 

Popith ce- differences that he reckons up betwixe the 
rem.p. 61 _ Popiſh Ceremonics uſed by the Proteſtants, 
' and the Jewiſh ceremonies uled by the 
Apoſtles, be gives theſe for itiÞ ſecond and 

tenth , Ours are proved to be in their own 

1ature uniawin}, theirs were ( during the 

| aforeiaid time ) indifferent, Ours are 

MM grged after che toll promulgation of the 

Y ; Goſpel 


(69) 
Goſpel, and zcxnowiedgement of Chriſtian 
liberty, rheirs before rhe fame. 
Cornel. a Lap. ſaith, Leoelia erant mertua, * Qs 16.3. 
ſed necdum mortifera. 
Lather iairh, Poftquam enim Chrifkus ad- 
venit, legs epera /iC abrogavit, ut indifferen- 
ter ea haber. poſſent , non autem amplins c9- 
gant. 
3. How is it proba»ls that theſe 2Rions 
of Pax! were eirher a proper legal circam- 
ciion or purification? For my part i am 
apt tothink, notwithſtanding the indulgence 
in this junRure of rime , tran Par! did not 
uſe any proper, forma), leg] circame ſton, 
24 binding t» keep tne Law of cMs/es, or 
purification typifying any ſpiritnal waſhing 
dy che Meſſiahto come, bur only the exter- 
ral aRions in ſome other way ; and my 
reaſon is this, If Panulhad circumciſed 7 s- Afts 15; 
mothy , as binding him ro keep the Law of 19- 
Moſes, then he bad brought him under an Gal. 5. 2. 
unſupportable yoak, and freed bim utterly 
from profiting by Chriſt Jeſus. In like 
manner, if Pa#l to foreſhew how the ſe/- 
fahto come ſhould waſh them in his blood, 
did purifie himſelf, rhen ſhonld Chriſt Jeſus 
profit bim nothing, becauſe he, spſo fatto, 
denyed him to be che efſiah. Burlet us 
bear what better judgements ſay to this 
| F3 buſinels: 


Fnelifh 


popiſh ce - 
rem, p.6T, 


| ingly from Paz!s, for be had the power ove: 


(70) 
buſineſs : Calviz faith, (Frowmerſfra Timo. 
thei non fair Sacramentum quale datun 
fucrat Abrabe, & ejus poſter zs, ſed ceremoni, 


. media, & indifferent que tantam 4d four 


dam charitatem , non ad pietatis exercitinn 
valebat. 

Baldvinus faith, Vtebantur enim 7 ud 
func circurcifione non ut medio conver front 

2: ut ſigtllo gratie, quem ſum habuit olim, 
led ut ſigno extern in carae, quo diſcernehay 
:47 & Gentibus, &* hanc ob cauſam tolerabay 
cam Apoſtols, ta ut non damnarent eos qu 
01 cam recipiebant. 

Aretizs in Afts 16, 3, ſaith in effec thi 
very ſame. 

Gelaſpy makes this difference betwix the 
Engl! H Popiſh Ceremomes(as he cals them) 
and the Jewiſh uſed by the Chriſtians, Oar 
ave impoſed and obſerved as parts of God 
wor ſhip, theirs not ſo; for where read we, tha 
(during the foreſaid ſpace) any holineſſe wa 
Piaced inthem by the Apoſtles? Again, on 
have certain myſtical ſignifications, theirs nu 
fo; forit 2 nowherero be read , that the Aps 
feles either prafticed them,or preſcribed thew 
7s s ſignific: etive reſemblances of an) mferi 
of the Kingadows of God. 

Hence 1 infer,that our caſe differs exceed 


rhelq 


- 


(71) 
theſe aQions in his own hands, and might aſe 
ſach expreffions as would beſt fir his own 
ſenſe, and ſaci modes as would beſt ſuit with 
his intended, &-o. But now the buſineſs of 
:y,| reordination is quite out of cur hands , and 

we aretyed up to ſach expreſfions, forms 
2,1 and ceremonies as do clearly held forth a 

.| ſecond proper ordination : fo that all char 
can be hence argued, is but this, thaz if we 
had reordination in our own band, we 
mighr perform the outward at of reordi- 
7 nation to another end thenthe former, with 

expreſſions ſured to that end, but this being 
thi par one of our hands, the Argument 1s pur 
out of doors. 
thi 4. Though Pax! did condeſcend for a 
nm} time tothe ule of theſe rituals, ro prevent 
url prejudice inthe Jews , in hope to improve 
4) thar time fo as to take off the Jews from 
x thoſe obſervations; but when he ſaw that 
v4 the Jews were hardened,and grew worſe and 
71 Wworlſe,and there was no hope of perſwading 
vf them, then Pax! would condeſcend no more, 
 thouph to the endangering of his liberty, Gal. 2. r, | 
wi and life, and all, as Saint Hierom well 2, 3: 4, 5- | 
zi obſerves; $7 Titns cam eſſet ex gentibu,nullo Gal.243- 
potrsit terrore compells ut circumcideretar 
Hieroſolumis Judzorum metropolis Crvitete 
in q#4 tanta Paulos blaſphemie in Moſen fia- 
| 4 © a 


| Gal. 2.' 3. 


(72) 
grabat invidia, at poſtea a Jadeis pene inter- 
Teftes fit quands 4 tribano liberater , & Ro- 
mam vin ad Crlarem mittitry. 

 Hemmingius iaith, Doftrina ergo bic oþ- 

[ervetar de aiſcrimine infirmerum , &- obſts. 


natorum ; ills parenaum eff ad aaificationem,/ | 


his nihil largiendum quo Chyiſtiana libertas 
incelamss ſervetar. 
Parens faith well, Paulus 19itar circum» 


- cidezao Timotheum ad ſcandalum is fir me- 


rum fratrom evitazaums, qui ae libertate 
{hriſtiana nondnm erant edvct, non peecavit, 
qria neceſſitas evitands [candali enum ad hoo 


oblipabat : Titum wero 4 circamectſione defen. | 


denda refte etiam facit,quia fal[am opinionem 
circumciſion neceſſarie ad ſalutem [tavilire 
204 debit. | 


AndCalvinſaith, Durmadmodum aniem 


infirm attemperare ns corventt;uta maligns, 
& qui data opera inſidtantar libertati noſtre, 


forticer reſiſtendum ef. Here might be" 
added the words of Eftius, Aretins, Dionyf. 
Carthuſ. Muſcalus 20d others, which |; 


ſpeak the ſame thing, though in different 
words, ; 

 Butto conclude, I ay, If we had the leaſt 
bope of withdriwing our reverend Re- 
. ordainers from Reordination, by the con- 
\diſcention of ſome thereunto , then ſome- 


thing 


s 
p] 


(73) | 
thing might be ſaid from this paralle] ; but 
alaſs ! alaſs ! -—— So that now whe- 
ther Pas/: circumciling Timothy make more 
for reorGdination,or his retuſing io circumciſe 
Titus,thonghic endangered his iberty, make 


more 8gainlt it, judge ye. 


Objef. 2. Is irawn from the Inſtance of 
Pani and Barnabas, Mr. H, It may be 
conjectured,and cannot be denyed as certain, 
(for very good D.vines fay it ) bat that 
Pan! was confirmed in bu calling tothe IMi- 
niſtryby Ananias ( Acts 9. with Acts 22.) 
which « ordination , and likewiſe Barnabas by 


{the Canrch at Jeruſalem , that ſent him ro 


Antioch ( Acts 11,22.) when yet they are, 
both ſeperated after ( ARs 13.) bythe holy: 


| Ghoſt and Liying on of hands wnto that fur- - 


ther work they are called to in Seleucia and 
Cyprus. How # it like that [fo famous 4a 
Miniſter as Barnabas ſbor!d be whoily without 
ordination before, anleſſe ordination be nos ſo 
neceſſary a thing to the Mini/"ry as we maks 
#t 2 St. Paul 15 made a Miniſter by Chriſt 
himſelf , mark the words well , for they are 
beyond diſpute, I have appeared to thee for 
this purpoſe, to make theea Miniſter , and 
now I ſend thee tothe Gentiles, &&c. AﬀRs 
26.16, 17,18. - aud yet # he ordained after 
by the hands of men, AQs 13.3. Will any 
MAB 


Ads 9. I7. 


Ver. I8, 


(74) 
men ſay, the impoſition of handy did make hin 
a Miniſter , or confer hu office? That we, 
70: only againſt that Text, but ſuch a manifi| 
wrong he wonld never pat ap, who in cxpre( 
rermcs ſtands nponit, that he was an Apoſth 
neuther of men, nor by men,but by Chriſt, Gil 
T.I. wvich i the trath. It a plain thi 
t94t a man which t a Miniſter, may be 0: 
dained ; or that it ts not neceſſary to bew 


dained only to thisend , to have the office con 


ferred on his. 23Pe 49, JO. 

Refol. 1. Some deny that Paw! ani 
Butnabas were ever ordained Apoltles b 
men before that at Antioch, As for Pan, 
it is evident , that what Ananias laid to bin 
harh fearcely ehe lealt colour of ordination, 


The Lord ( even feſus that appeared to thi. 


in the way that thon cameſt) hath ſent mt, 
that thou mightej} receive thy ſight, and 
filled with the holy Ghoſt : And whar tollow 
but this? And immediately there fell fron 
hrs eyes as in had been ſcales. So that it ii 
plzin, thar the work of Ananias was to re 
ſtore Panls fight , but ſurely not to ordain 
him , for afterward it foilows, that Pas 
aroſe and was baptized. Sanftins and 
others: pive this reaſon againft the cdn- 
jzcure of anordination in this Text. W hicl 
conj:tute, I obſerve, -a conſiderable num 


s bet | 


(75) 


"| ber of Commentators never dropped from 
| their pens. And as for Barzabas , whether 
that were an ordination in A&s 11. ' is 


very doubrful; for it might well be judged 
but an occaſional Embaſlie : And if it can- 
not be proved that Pax! and Barnabas were 
twice ordained by men, what will itavail to 
ſay they were twice ordained, once imme- 
diately by Chriſt himſelf, and the other 


| mediatcly ? For how can this juftifie a 


twofold ordination by men? Or if they 
bad a ewofoid ordination, the one extraor- 
dinary,the other ordinary, can that juſtifie a 
ewofold ordinary conſecratron ? Again, if 
the immediate ſending of theſe Apoſtles hoid 
forth any thing to us, isit not anſwered by 


. Chriſts gifting and inclining perſons co un- 


dertake this office , which is Chrifts imme- 
diate work? and is by ſome cailed the in- 
ternal Call ; and then our ordination by 
men anſwers the ſuppoſed ordination in 
Aﬀs 9. and 4#s 11. and ehgn where is 
the third ordination ro be found, to juſtifie 
this third Call (if with others I may fo 
ſpeak ) or fourth perchance exacted from 


us ? 


2. What if we ſhould grant that action 
in As 13. to beaproper ordination, yer 
(lay ſome ) it might be co a bigher _— 

| cnen 


CI IIS ffi ALA DIA nt Pei. £5) of AS Lot Mr, 
: _—_ 


(76) 
then they had received before, and ſach 4 
ſecond ordination who denies ? Or whar 
will it avail the Advocates of Reordirna. 
t10n © 

3. To what purpoſe is this, Aﬀs 13, 
brought ro juſtifie a ſecond proper crdi. 
nation to the ſame office, exceptitbe pro. 
ved char fuck an ordination 15 there intend- 
ed ? In which material buſineſs I admire that 


ingenious Mr, AH. was ſo much overſeen, | 


for through the whole cract , I find nor the 
leait Argument advanced ( asI reinember) 
ro attemp: ſuca a proof; though rhe proof 
thereof Ites waoliy on his part, as 1s clearly 
evinced, thus, He being to prove the jaw- 


falneſs of a ſecond ordination by Scripture, | 


argues thus : If Panl and Barnazas were 
reordained, then ſo may we; but Pawl 
and Barnabas were reordained , ergo, 
Neg. Minor, He proves his Minor from 
this, «Fs 13. We deny that ſeparation 
eo be a proper ordination, fuch as ours in 
rhe Quettion, ir lies therefore upon him to 
proveir; which he bath not done : I ſhall 
now therefore advance ſeveral Arguments 
towards the proof of the contrary. viz. thar 
here is meant no proper ordination to an 
office, but only ſome benediory ſeparation 
to the exerciſe of their office among the 
Gentiles. 7 1. The 


h x 
har 


or:Þ 


E? 
di. 
Jt 
1d- 
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1. The Holy Ghoſt required no more bnt 
a ſeparation ro the work £74 75 aa n aye 
w,ZeopiCare oY wor ity 7: Bagrafay  F Exvnoy es 
nip! 5 weg5 719 nun av7i5. Not mentioning 
the office in the leaſt, 

2. Lunketeis vs expreſly, that after Pagl 
and Barnabas had done their work, they re- 
turned tro Avztioch, viience they were re- 
commended to the grace of God by faſtin 


and prayer for che work which they fulfilled, AQ.14.26. 


Kareoey a'mimicucuy os AvTiiyady St nou 
mp dbuzyol TH 517 Ty Org Hs 70 £9990 6 £7AK- 
wworr And let iz be confidered whether 
thoſe Greek Fathers which call this an ordi- 
nation £5 749 Arran may not poſſibly intend 
ad exeroitinums Apoſtolicum potizs quam munus. 

3. Saint Zeke tels ns,as it was a work, fo a 


work which they quickly fulfilled. And if 


by work you underfiand office,then the ſenſe 


which what need to be more harſh, or con- 
trary totruth? for Pax/ executed the Apo- 
Rolical office among the Gentiles long after ; 
though that particular expedition to which 
they were ſeparated at Axtioch, was quickly 
accompliſhed. 

4. How can this Text bold forth a proper 
ordination from men, when yet Pax] ſands 
co 


4. + 
z20 it, that his office was neither of man, nor hei1 
by man? Gal. 1. 1. jibe 

5. If this were an ordination to an office, go 
then either to the Apoſtolical office, or ſomeſqor 
;nferiour office? not to the Apolitolical office;Jt | 
for how could Sizes, Lucius and Maxeſſe|& 1 
who were but Prophets at the moſt ( torſthe 
ought I find) ordain Pau! and Barnabas toltiou 
be Apoltles ? how could inferiours ordain{yor 
{ſuperiors ? if you maintain that they can, call 
your Reordainers will con you no thanks for{deni 
your pains ; for then their erite Maxime, Nilther 
dadt quod 1n ſe non habsrt , and their othefthe 
oracle, That a Biſhop tz eſſential to an ordins[Apc 
7104, will preſently fall ro the ground ; thenſhe : 
will they have no foundation for their confdimi 
demnation Ci Presbytertan ordination 0m 
or juſtification of reordination, Yea ya 6 
vill run uponthar which may poſlibly provwpert 
a greater rock then either of theſe. (To 1afMin 
nothing of that Scripture,che lef5 is b/eſſed bj deca 
the greater, ſo notably-ſcan*d by M. Pr3n)yalthe 
muſt then make men of inferiour qualificatijſeps 
ons ſnitable co their inferiour offices, Tryer| Min: 
and judpes of thoſe more eminent qualifict|impl 
tions required in the bearers of ſuperior oj cont 
tices, for which work they ſeem to be utrerlſ bold 
unfit, Here it is ſuppoſed that the extraot Bay: 
Uinarineſsof this inftance hinders not _ laid 

eing - 
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nor ſheing ordinarily exemplary, for if it ſhould, 


libe whole objeQion fals withour any more 
ice, Iodo- But then on the other hand this could 
Ymeſnot be an ordination to any office inferiour 
ice;fto the Apoſtolical. 1. Becaute 4&s 13. 
ſe|& 14- are expreſs that it was to che work of 
torſthe Apoſtles, and therefore not to eny inſe- 
 toſriour office. 2. In the execution of this 
ainſwork, as they aCt like Apoiiles , ſo they are 
a0, jcalled Apoſtles. 3. It cannot be rationally 
forfdenied bue they were Apoſtles before, and 
Nilthen it cannot be rationsily «firmed thee 
hejthe Doctors at Antioch wouid ordain the 
»4 Apoſtles to inferiour offices ; for this would 
heaſhe a degradation of cheir perſons, and a 
onf(liminution of their office,and needleſs, for 
n {0mne maJns continet in (e minns. 
your] 6, Though its true the ſeparation of a 
oveperſon from amongit the fraternity to the 
{y|Minifterial work doth imply ordination, 
| bj decauſe the exerciſe of authority ijuppoſes 
-oiſthe exiftence. of that authority , yer the 
ati ſeparation of a perſon from amonglt 
er Miniſters to this or that part of their work, 
ctimplies no ſuch thing , bur rather the 
of} contrary. Nowgits evident thae the Text 
ri bolds forth but K ſeparation of Paul and 
off Barnabas from among Minifters ( for it 1s 
0 ſaid there were certain Do@ors and 
nf . Prophets 


AQs I4.4, 
I 4, 


AQs 14, 


(80) 
Prophets at A#!7och,among which Saxl al 
Barnabas are named , and but co a wo 
which they had ſufficient anthority fac 
diſcharge, a grezter authority then whid| þy 
theſe Prophets and Doctors could not conf. an 
on them, Ard hencz methinks beref int 
ſomerhing of a probability, that this wi ol 
only a ſolemn benediction when they wer 6: 
upon this ſudden and new expedition, | Ht 

7. Ttis{aid when Paal and Barnabas wa Mi 
ſeparated to this work, that they were com| int 
mended to the grace of God for the work whid| aft 
they falfilled, Winch ſeems alſ» ro imply, ex 
that che main buſineſs of this exerciſe wi fir 
no ordination , but an united ſolemn bep} the 
ing of the affilting proſpering grace of Goff a» 
ta the exerciſe of cheir Apoſtleſhip among W 
the Gentiles co whom they were ſent ; anf tin 
ſurely chis is nothing more ( abating onlj ad 
the impoſition of hands of which hereafter] 8d 
then what hath been common, as well af we 
good, in cur countrey, when a Minifte ex 
removed :0a new charge. thy 

8. Iris {trange thar never any Diving| 2» 
this ſixteen hundred years, or very 'fen} gr 
could diſcern any foundaggpn in this Tera] ſex 
for reordination ; 1:5 well known that reot4 af 
dination bath been generally diſayowel| ſci 
through the Chriſtian world; and if ary] » 
ac: 


(81) 
acknowledge an ordination in this As 13- 
then they deny any from men before ro the 
y tf fame office; andif they acknowledged any 
hid: by men before, then they generally deny 
Dnfq} any ordination here, Obſerve how Saarez T. ;. Q. 
req interprets this Text, Hec manunn 1mpoſriio 74 diſp. 
wal wobis tanturm deprecatoria, non etiam conſe. 3* QT: 
wen cratoria videtar. Learned Chamier and Mr. ew Fay 
Hooker of N. E. are cited by the London E V2Nes 
wer} Minitters, as concurring with them in this 147,149. 
com| interpretation. Diſtinfions Mr. Baxter Dipur. of 
bid after he had diſtinguiſhed the office, and the <Þ"®: 
nplj, exerciſe, and affirmed a reozdination to the Aon; P. 
wi firft uniawful, then headds, 7t 7s not like as 189. 


beg] the ſeparation and impoſition of hands on Paul Sy%9P/is p- 


Go 41d Barnabas was to their firf Apoſileſnip. oh cr 
onf Wiler brings in the Rhemiſts thus incerpre- D- 46,47. 


an ting this Text, that Paul and Barnabas were 
pnlj admitted, ordered and conſecrated by them; he 
ter] 8dds the judgement oi the Proteſtants, which 
| a we ſay nor, but they were only ſent ont to the 
ifte} execution of their office, being before choſen of 

the Spirit, Learned Aaſon faith, Hec ma- 
ine| 114m 172poſfitts non co ſpettabat ut Epiſcepalem 
fen} gratiam ets largiretar, ſed(docente Seriptura)ut 
eril ſegregarentur adopus ad quod Spiriru ſauttns 
or aſſumpſit cos, & ut commenadarentar (precibus 
yell ſcilicer & jejunio) pratie Dei ad opts quod 
wnjl mplevernnt : and tro this interpretation L 
ac- G oh] 


= uy i _ acl ; (82 ) 
am moſt ready to ſubicribe. To conclude, 
if it cannot be proved that Pan! and Barna: 
bu were ordained before , and that they 


were ordained here, and that to the ſame | 


office, a!l fals; and truly T cannot fee how 
theie can be proved, and IT hope you will 
not wonder b:caule i find not one Interpre- 
cer thar ever pretended co tnch a fight. 
hete p: -eniſes may ſerve to take down 
anc LUCT argument advanced for the ſupport 
f Reord, cation. | 
' 0bj ject. 3. Drawn from a new deviſed end 
of © edingaion, fancied to be publike allow- 
ance. Mr, H. P. 32.33, 34. The reaſon of 
4 precep! zs to be (coked 01 45 4 precept, to per- 
Tor m3 a Precept ag: aint the reaſon of 1 #. zs fo 
och ; to do according tothe reaſon, chough 
219t according ts the precept, wu to keep #8. We 
hiwe no precept in Fcriptare for reoratnation, 
but we have here in this inſtance ( Acts 13,) 
the re:ſor of it, Lit any one tell me the rea 
fon of re 1726 ofation of hands #P0n Paul by 
Lucius ad Niger, who could not be made 4 
Miniſter by man, ſeeing Chriſt had appeared 
to him (as it #4 {aid for that parpoſe befort, 
and 7 will preſume to pruerbe-like or the ſam! 
for owr reoradtuation by the B:ſhop ——— What 
then; the reaſon indeed hereof ? 1s it to giut 
the Miniſterial office, and mthing elſe? hs 


a 


* 


if it does that at all — ct 3 10t thy the 
reaſon altogether for certain, becauſe there ts 
an inſtance to the contrary,let any man cavil at 
it what ke can. What then 5 the reaſon? 
why really 7 thinkit # this , this ſolenn rite 
aoth give the enrraxt repute, or valuation to a 
man of a Miniſter, ſothat he who was truly 
called of God before, tm now received as ſuch 
by, all,as to the exerciſe of his ſunilion with 
freedom and accepration, 8c, 

R. Though 1a this ſabule diſcourſe there 
gre many notable cxcrefcencies 01 en 1ngent- 
ous fancy, yet this crafty device of a new 
end to ordination to prevent proyhanations, 
ſeems unto me the Monarch of ail, Yer I 
think I may fay of chis &s well as the reſt, 
acntile ſonant , ſed jata reperiantur obiuſa. 
In order to the diſcov:iry wiereof I wouid 
firſt ſhew whar are the true ends of that 
ation, As 13. Andiccondiy, thata pub- 
like allowance was not likely to bethe e: d, 
whatever was. The ends mentioned aretheſc 
three. 1. This aRion tended to a folemn 
diſmiffion of Paxl and Barnabas from the 
great work at Antioch, That they were 
engaged at Antioch,appears by thoſe words, 
v. 2. As they miniſtred to the Lord and {afted: 
their diſmiſlion apnyears in thoſe words ; 
ver. 3. Whenthey had faſted and prayed, aud 


laid 


(34) 


lid their hands on them, they ſent them away, 


 Piſcator in Hence Piſcator als this forma dimiſſions. 
| AS 13-3. $o that indeed this ation ſeems to be a vale- 


diRtory diſmiffion of Paxl and Barnabas by 
rze Church at Aztioch from their work 
there, 2. This aRton feems to be a ſolemn 
ſeparar vo of wed and Barnabas tO the 


Ter. 2. es {aid by the Holy Ghoſt, Separatt 
m:e Paul 2nd Barnabas for the work whereanto 
1 have called them, And that this work 
was che Minifiry 8mong the Gentiles, is 
eviientirom their diſctarge of this work, 
Acts 12. & 14. 3, This ation was intended 
as A TECO! mmendation of the Apoſtles to the 
race of God, for the aſliſtiog, protecting 
and ho ng of themin the work ro which 
they were ſeparated, as appears As 14. 26. 
And thence ſailed ts Or ca, from whence 
they had been vecommend:d to the grace of 
God for the work which thy fulfilled. $0 

chen here you have irom Scripture three 
ends of this aRion , atſmifſion , ſeparation, 
end recommensation, but rot the leait ſyllable 

(as I obferve) thar holds forth a proper 
ordination to theſe ends; for indeed it 
was not needfu! thereto, nor yer the leaſt 
iyilabless holds forth any ſuch a. fourth end 
as publike allowance : And ma 

| ſha] 


- 


H 
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ſhall weil conſider the eminency of the 
Church art Antioch, where the Diſciples were 
firſt called Chriftians, and the eminency of 
the ſervice that the Apoſtles bad done there, 
ſet him wonder if he can, that the Church 
there ſhould give theſe Apoſiles ſuch  fo- 
lemn , affectionate, Chriſtian, dimiſſory 
valediction. And do but think how plori- 
ous as well as how dancerons, how difficult 
and how neceſſary the converiion of ſo many 
heathen nations by two perſons contemptible 
in the eyesof the world, muſt needs fcem to 
be, and then judge it firarge, if you car, 
that the e<ntiochians ſhould falt and pray 
with all earneftneſs for the concurrence of 
Gods grace with Paul and Barnabas, which 
alone cou}d enable them ro accompliſh ſuch 
an unlikely work. Surely here is reaſon 
enough for all char was done, though reor- 
dination, and publike allowance never cezme 
in their-choughes. Thus having (hewed you 
what were probably, yea certainly the ends 
of that faſting, and prayer, and impoſition 
of; hands ; I now come to ſhew thar publike 
allowance, or currant repute was not pro- 
bably the end intended thereby. 1. They ' 
could not intend a meer Political allowance, 
ſuch as ours by the Satute-law. 2. Nor a 
mix; allowance, ſach as ours by the Canon- * 
G 3 law. 


(86) 
law, 3. Nora Scriptural allowance, ſuch 
2s Ours by ordination, 4, Nor a popular 
allowance or cnrrant cfteem among the 
people. 1. Such eminent Apoſiles ſtood in 
no need at all of elteem to be procured by 
the Antiechians, any more then by the 
Corinthians, 2. If rhe Ap9 Ries had need, 
yer it{erionrs ſeemto be utterly uncapable 
ro add eitezm ro Superionrs; obfcure and 
private perſons ro famons Apoſtles. 3.1f the 
Apofiles had gne to other Churches where 
the Antiorhians were better knovrn then 
they, inthat cafe T confeſs the Anriochiens 
right have added ſometbing ; but ſith chey 
&0 eo the blind Heathens in very remote 
countries, that it may be, had never beard 
of the Church at 4 ntoch, or if they had, 
iz 15 like never regarded 17, except to revile 
and reproach it , and therefore how can we 
imagice that the Antiochiars ſeparation 

could a&d any thing to the Apoſtles eſtimatti- 
0n?4.1f the Apoſtles had need of eſtimation, 
they couid procure it to themſelves by their 
adinirable Docrine,and unheard of miracles, 
yea they were much more likely by their tu- 
nendious miraclesto add to the Antiochians, 
caen the Antiochians at all ro them. 5. How 
can we think an ordination at Axtiech, or 
£0yWUCTC glie, isa likely medium to create 
eſteem 
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eſteem for the Apoſtles in Paphos, Lycaona, 
Iconiam, or ſuch like blockiſh Countries or 
Cities, where it is lixe neither the quid xo- 
winzs nor guid res of ordination was ever 
known until they were told them by the 
Apoſtles! 6. If the Gentiles had ever heard 
of anordination before, yer how lietle did 
they eftcem of it? and unlikely to add efti- 
mation to others is an action nor elicemed it 
ſelf : do not we fee even in Eyoland, that a 
mans parts and pifts, bis holy bie, and 'nn- 
wearied {abonrs add more to his eftimarion 
then ordination it felf ? 7, How can we 


magine that Pax! would take an ordination Gal. r. 1; | 


from men to add to bis efteem, when he 
plainly denies any ordination from men, as 
athirg that would underyalne him? 8. Had 
the procuring of eſtimation been their end, 
then would they much rather have uſed let- 
ters of recommendation , which the very 
light of nature (as weil as Scripture, 2 Cor. 
3.1.)ſhews vs and all nations to be the moſt 
proper medinm,as appears by the practice of 
all Nations in ſending cheir Credentials and 
Teſtimonials with their Ambaſſadors, 
9. What need Paxl and Barnabas be reor- 
dained to prove eſtimation among the Gen- 
tiles beyond ſeas? for they bad no more 
perſonal knowledge of the laſt ordination 
G 4 then 


| (88) 
then of the ficſt,and mipht have been as well 
certified by the Antiochians of the firſk 
ordination, as of the laſt, yea and much 
better, by how much the immediate Call was 

ore famons and wonderful then the me- 
diace. 10. If Paul and Barnabas ſuffered a 
reordination to create them efteem in a far 
coumry, then by the ſame reaſon may a Mi- 
niſter, when he removes into a ſtrange 
country,admit a reordination to advance his 
local eſtimation, and ſo, toties quoties, rhen 
which what is more unheard of 2 Neither 
c2uld this reordination be to create eſteem 
among the Jews ; for they were not ſent to 
the Jews, but tothe Gentiles; and chey had 
great efteem among the Jews before, as 
appears by their reception , adminiſtration, 
and valediion; and beiides Pas! looked 
upon it among tie Jews as an undervaluing, 
to be accounted ar Apoſile of man,or by man, 
GC. 

By all which I hope it appears, that in this 
Textis held forth no reordioation,te procure 
citmation. But here I would anſwer this 
Queſtion beforeI paſs on ro the next Ob..\ 
jetion. Why may we not ſubmir to a re- 
ordination to this end, j»z 5 aGy& 7% whic 
7p#,n4 J0Z471723. Though this end ſhould 
not be found affixed to ordination, either 

in 


ell 
ch 


(89) 
n this. A#s 13. orin any other Scripture , 
yer an end, a remote, a lighter end vndovubt- 
edly iris; for whatis the end of ordination 
(accor ding to you ) but the giving of power? 
And what is the end of that power, but the 
free preaching of the Goſpel ? 


Refol. 1, Were we not tycd up to uſe 
Grits Inſtitutions according to inſticutr- 
but lefe to prudential rules , and pro- 
rdential events, then might ſomething be 
fielded. 

2. Did not the end pive the ſpecies 
n morals, then might we be the more bold 
bo athx a humane end { for ſorhis would bz 
meſſe relarivo ) toa divine Ordinance ; but 
ſein the end beirg of humane inſtitution, 
will make che whole Ordinance in its 1m- 
mediate relation to that end to be but of 
lumane inſtitution ; ergo, &c. 

3. Would no? this inſtance drawn into ex- 
ample, open 2 door to innumerable prophanz- 

tions of Gods Ordinances, then ſomething 
might be granted; but becauſe it will er f9,0c. 

thas T argue,I[f we may uſe an Ordinance of 
God at our pleaſure, forthe atcaining of an 
higher end,then why not much more for the 
attaining of the higheſt end, the glory of 


God? And if ſo, then how many wayes 
| may 


ate (90) 


may men abnſe Bapiiſme and the Lord! 


Supper, if they do but conceir (as inou 
caſe islictie more) that their abuſes wil tend 
ro Gods glory ? ; 

4. Were the exprefiions in the bock of 
Conſecration ſolax , thatthey would admit 
inch a conſtruction and uſe of ordination 


only, then there would be more to belt 


{aid. 

5. Or if our reverend Biſhops were 6 
free toan accommodation, as to omit or 
alrer thoſe ( 2s to this new end ) croſx 
grain'd expreſffions, which will ignifie no- 
thing leſſe then a new inveſticure, then much 
more might be conceded. 

Objcit, 4, Drawn from the ſuppoſel 
irerability of marriage. Thus Mr. H. p. 37, 
So 5s marriage an entrance inio the conjugal 
ftate, Snppoſe a couple married ouly by tht 
Aapiftrate, and as to ſome con/iderable effef 
their warti: ge is 11 queſtion, who would dogbl, 
wnt npes [uch or any ſerions cauſe for it, 
they may b: married again by the book 
Common-Prayer £ And why not upon thu 
very reaſon? Becauſe there s nothing elſe in 
it, bat that that form, which is compiledin 
te book , for the entring , or ( which tht 
zruth } ſignifying the entrance of two perſon 
210 wealock,, ts now wſedto ſignifie theſe 
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ff ; 


10 #/ 


tera 

-3 
con 
are 
dold 


YG 


(91) 


hentred , or confirming ther legally in that 


ourfare, Which it will do as well as enter them at 


end 


of 
emit 
{0n 
be 


irſt; who will ſayit #4 ſin or tranſgreſſion 
ln w/e it ſo? A great piece of matter and 
w/uſage 15 8 mt? Apply the fame here, 
Kc, 

Refol. Tt. We mult diſtinguiſh berwixe 
the for mal contract, and the folemnity of 
narriage, and ſo Tanſwer: 1. The formal 
contract, or merrizpe, 1n its eſſential is un- 
terable, as Argument 5. 

2, Marriage in its efſentials is but a civil 


-|[contrat ( as I fuppoie ) but ordination 1s 


a relipious , and therefore we may be mor 
dold in the caſe of marrisge, chen in the caſh 
of ordination. 

3. Though marriage 5» gexere be Gods 
Ordinance, yet i» ſpecie, I conceive, it bath 
no divine inſtitution tn any poſitive Law, 
neither hath the ſolemnicy ; and hereupon 
there is a Jeticude , and upon this latitude 
marriage 4 ſpecie is become 8n humane 
Ordinance , which we may be ſomewhat 
more bold with , as I ſaid before, bur now 
ordination i» ſpecie is a divine Ordinance, 
inſtituted in Gods poſitive Law , and tbere- 
tore we are incomparably cied up, then if 
there were no ſuch inſtitution. 

4. The formalcontract, which gives the 
_ | relagion; 


(92) woe | 
relation, may be, and ofcen is before thejcur fe 
ſolemnity in marriage; but not ſo,T conceive [yur w 
in ordination , for though God hath ſaiddtſycare 
the miniſterial honour, No mas taketh thilggnld 
hawonr to himſelf ; yet he bath never ſaid Olch 
c2njagal honour, No man taketh chis honou inpoſc 
ro himſelf, bur rather che contrary. Andſr mi 
enough a man might not take this office tor a 
himſelf, if no Law of the Land ſhould forged 
| bid him, yer ( for ought 1 know ) a mitÞlgng 
might take a wife to himſelf, if the Law dilfy ir ? 
not forbid him. So that the repetitiond} 06 
marriage ts 0t the repetition of the prope} Oz 
formal contra&, bur of the ſolemnity; buſy 
not (91n ordination. WACY 

5. The proper end of the marriage fo|,,, 
lemnity is che fatisfaQtionof the world ; anlſpfer 
echerefore if the firſt ſolemnity give not ſ#[q4jg 
tisfaRtion, the properend of merriage ſeems Re 
£0 require a repetition ; and hence it 1s,that put it 
there is no propbanation of the Name off, c, 
God. Bat now ordination, as it is not1 quick 
meer ſolemnity , ſo its proper end is not the preg, 
ſatisfaction of the world , bur to inveſt with to bt 
miniſterial power , which end is certainly |g,;#; 
attained in the firſt ordigation, and therefore |þ,jn 
its repetition muſt neegqs be a taking Gods |þyl er 
Name in vain. thar 

6. Suppoſe that ſuc h a repetition of mar: |. 
riage 


(93) 
uge ſhouid be impoſed, as doth deſtroy 
treſgur former marriage, null your relation to 
'Whour wife , prove your children illegitimate, 
Ancate 5ourtitle to her eltate,l preſume you 
W ould ſcarcely ſubmit unto it: even ſo when 
 Olch a repetition of ordination ſhall be 
MUinpoſed as deftroys Gods Ordinance, nulls 
Nr miniſterial relation to the Church,proves 
Uhr adminiſtrations bur an illegitimate 
VYrood , and that our Church maintenance 
aonged not to us, how ſhall we ſubmir un- 
Unite ? 
of 06jeft. 5. Drawn from the repetition of 
Q\n Oath ro confirm the ſame truth. Mr. H. 
UMay rot the Oath of Allegiance and Supre- 
| [nary be repeated , and yet the Name of God 
Int taken in vain by it ? And hence he would 
Unfer a repetition of orders without propha- 
FItation, 
" Reſol. There is not much confidence 
()jat in this Argament,] preſume, becauſe it is 
th quickly paſſed over, and therefore as 
quickly will the Anſwer be diſpatched. The 
[great end and uſe of an oath among men, is 


[frife. Thence it follows , if the firſt oath 
[teineffeRval toattain its end , that its law- 
ful ro repeat itin order tothat end : and all 
hat is implied in this neceſſary C- is 
| chis, 


0 21, 


[to be for confirmation to them the end of all Heb.6.16- 


”- 


this, that the proper end of the Oath wikcs! 
not attained, and therefore we repeat thequ 
Yer undonbrecly to repeat an Oath who w 
ſtriſe is ended, 8nd che Queilion in hadjain 
reſolved, and fothe proper end attained, gform 
no lefſe then a breach of the third Conſsif 
mandment, The Application is obrjjug. 
GUS. ſum; 
P. 21 Objeft. 6. Is drawn from the repetition}?ra) 
of our prayers for the ſame mercies. Mr. f|nain 

[s tt enough to make our Liturgy unlawfutd i 

becau;e we have in one ſervice the Lorlfing 

Prayer twice over ? Pra: 

Refol., 1. There are more inftitute|twic 

ends then one of prayer, and therefore whajtbe 

one is aztained,yet another may, be unattain{#he 

ed, for which end we continue our prayers] kt 

bur what 1s this to the repetition of that orBu! 

dination, whoſe one end is attained, and mftair 

ther end unattaines ? rep 

2, One great end of our prayers is thi - 

ſupply of our wants; and if thoſe wants ar Bal 

not ſupplyed art our firſt requeſts , our blel] 50m 
Matth. 26. fed Lord hath taught us co repeat chem|| ren 

_ 39:4%44: whole examp'e,8s well as our own neceſſity] ze 

| in order to the end unaitained , do clearh| fo» 
ſhew ſuch repetitions eo be no vanities. Yel © 
undoubredly that man which ſhall repeat by 761 

requeſts for the beſtowance of that oak bs 

rici 
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bh whcs! mercy which be obtained upon his fir 
at hequeſt and poſſeſſeth, ler thar repetition be 
whyto what end it will , be ſhall be guilty of a 
hanfain repetition ; as well as he that after a 
ed, formal Popiſh manner repeats his bead-rows, 
Cons if he ſhould be beard for his much ſpeak. 
objjing, And foraſmuch as the Lords Prayer is 
ſumma petendoram , therefore to uſe thar 
tionrayer atter our Prayers, may be thought no 
r. Hinin repetition, becauſe when we have pray- 
wiaed fulliclt, yer there may be ſomething wane- 
Loring to be ſuppiyed by that comprehenſive 
prayer; yet the uſe of the Lords Prayer 
otetwice or thrice in the ſame ſervice, wherein 


zhaſthe jaicer can ſupply no defe& in the former, - 


rain whether ic be not too like a vain repetition, 
erlet ihe more fpiricual and judicious judpe, 
or} Bur now in ordination the end being cer- 
{ mþ tainly 3tcained, how can there be room for a 
repeti:iory withour propbanation ? 

thi 05jeft. 7, Is drawn from Chriſts perſo- 
ar] dal bap.iſme by 74» Baptiſt, Mr. H. The 
fel] common 2nd general end of baptiſme was for 
m] remiſſion of fins , yet was Feſiu Chriſt bapti- 
ml zed , who was not capable of that end , but of 
h| ſome others, 

Yel > Re/ol. 1. Suppoſe you ſhould hold , that 
bi] remifſfion of fin was the ſole end of Fohss 
76 daptiſme,which our finlsſs Saviour received, 
ci ver 


P. 3o. 


__ 


yet there is a ſeſuitical ſlick-{ione to ſmooil 


over the buſineſs, 
Cornel. A Lay. diſcovers ir thus ; Chri 


Mr, 3-13. ſts: in ſe peccata woſtra ſulceperat ; erp 


quaſi rem & Penitens Foann ſe fiſtit, ut ah 
eo baptizatns in ſe quaſi lnat & abluat pecca 
1a noſtra. 

2. BucI ſeppoſe you will granc, rhat tle 
great cod of b:piifme was and 15 co be the 
folemn admiſſion of members into the vt 
ible Church; and this end, I hope, our Lott 
Jeſus was c:pible of attaining. And me. 
chinks here I havea fair opportunity to lay 


open the very finewsof Chrifts own Argu.| 


ment produced to juſtifie his defire of bap- 


Mar. 3.13,tiſme, It behoveth ns to fulfil all righteeuſ- 


I4, I5. 


eſs, Righteouſneſs being a conformity to 
the Law, and the Law requiring this ſolemn 
admiſfion of members imzo the viſible 
C hurch ( otherwiſe 7ohns baptiſme was a 
lawleſs thing) and Chriſt being made un- 
der the Law , did not the Law of God bind 
bim to baptilme now, as well as to circum- 
ciſton in his infancy ? So then Chritts bap- 
time being the ſolema inauguration of 2 
principal member, even the head of the 
Church , was therefore neither io vain, ha- 


ving noend, nor yer monſtrous, having no | 


ulſyal end, 
St. Hieromt 


(0) 11 
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St. Hierome gives the ſame reaſon thus : 


Triplicem ob cauſam Salvator a Joanne ac- 313+ 


cepit baptiſmum, 1. Ut quia hams natus 
erat, omnem juſtitiam & hamilitatem leg is 
impleret. 2, Ot baptiſmate ſno Toannis 
baptiſms comprobarit, 3, Ute - Jordann 
aquas ſanfificans per deſcentionem columbe, 
Spirits ſaxtti in lavacro credentinm mon- 
fraret adventum. 

Chryſoſtom (or whoever was the Author 


of the imperfe& work on atthew ) I fup- 416: 


poſe aims at the very ſamereaſon in theſe 
words. 7uſtitia fpquidem eff omn'nm man- 
datorum impletio, quia ergo inquit (Chriſtns) 
tnntta mandata perfectmns, hoc antem [6- 
Iummoas eft reliqunm, 1d quoque ipſum oporter 
adjangi. 

Cornel. a Lap, gives this as his eighth rea- 
ſon far Chrifts baptiſme, Vs Chriſftns qui 
moan Chriſtianorum rempublicam condere 
decreverat, in quam non nf; baptizati ad/cri- 
berentar, eſſet & in [e Princeps baptizatns, ut 
fic per omnia fratribus aſſimiletar ab/que 
peccate. 

Parens thus brings our ſweet Saviour 
ſpeaking, Non enim jam adſum tanquam. 
Dominss, [ed tanquam ſervns Dowins, Eccle- 


: fa nove atque officio inangurandas. 


$0 then Chrilt being baprized for one of 
- $5 | the 


Var. 


3.15, 


AQs 9. 
begin, 
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the ſpecial ends of bapriſme , what can this. 


make'for a reordination to no inſtituted 
end? Apain, if Chriſt being made manlay 
under a law co be baptized, what is chis to 
juſtifie thoſe that lie under no Law of God 
ro kereordained ? 

3. Bur if neither of theſe. ends ſhould 
bold good, yet Cornel. a Lap. for fear of 
failing hath added ſeven or «1ght more, with 
the firſt and third whereof C alviz himſelf 
agrees, and with the third Parens, following 
Hlilarius.” 

4. Who knows what ſpecial command 
the Lord Jeſus had received from the Father 
to cometo forrns baptiſme ? T here are great 
Divines that pat ſach a Queſtion ; bur it is 
beyondall queſtion, that we have no ſpecial 
command for reordination. 

5. Or why might not Chriſt , being Le- 
oiflacor in his Church , affix his baptiſmero 
what end he pleaſed? Which we cannot do 
by ordination. 

6. How can we imagine that Fob: would 


_uſeany ſuch words inthe baptiſme of Chriſt, 


as ſhould either intimate a belief in the 
Meſſhah to come ( as ordinarily it may be 
bedid ) or the remiſlion of ſin through his 
blogd by repentance ( as atth. 3.) ith 
7obsy knew full well who Chriſt was 

| when 
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when he came unto him, as appears Adatth : 
3.13,14. John 1.29,30,31. A learned per- 
ſon ah thus, Veriſimile quoque eſt Foannens 
3nipſo baptiſmo Chriſtum populo demonſtraſſe; 
cum enim forma baptiſmi Toannis fait hes 
aut fimilis, baptiz3 te innomine e u; CL Ven 
turns eff wel Crede in Meſſiam jamjam ves- 
tarum » at collifitur , Acts 19 _ Videtur 
gaod Chriſto veziente , C bapti/mum recipi- 
exte, dixerit, Hic eff at. -[[145 quem ventnrum 
dixi. The fame Writer affirms in his Com- 
ment, on As 19 4. Hinzccolligunt $, Hi- 
eron. D. Them. Mr. Sentent. Bonawvent. Pa- 
lacias & alit, hanc fuiſſe formam baptiſms 
canuis, Eve te baptizs tn enm qui venturut 
eſt ut credas; hoc eft in Jeſum Chriſtam, quens 
vobis mox oftendam : Chriſt um vera bapti- 
24u1, dixit, Ego te baptizo im nomine two 915 
ventirns es, ait Palacins, ec. But in this 


( for ought 1 yet ſee ) Bellarmini ſaid erue,:., 
V alde probabile eſt Zoaunem nulla omnino for- | 


wa uti con{utviſſe. Sothenif Fobn uſed no 
form inbaptiſme , this Ordinance might the 
more eaſily be accommodated to this end, 
and not ro that. Bur this is not ourcaſe ; 
we have no ſuch liberty in reordination. 
Or if 7obx did uſe a form, it is certain that 
76hn was ſo faithful, that he would zccom- 
tnodace the ſame to the end of Chritts 
H 2 receiving 


.de Bap. 


© a 
receiving baptiſme : bur 1f unfaithful, n 

\  doub: Chriit would have commanded him 
foto have done. But alais ! rhis1s far from 
our ſtare; for if we come ior reordination, 


we muſt uſe ſuch forms as are alrogether 


eccommodated to an end, which by us muſt 
nat at all be intenced. and sltogerther unac- 
commodered to the end chiefly, yea only by 
u:proſecured, 

P. 8g, 36, Objeft. 8. Drawn from a ſuppoſed re- 

87, 88, bapt: Zicion. Mr. H. Let us turn then to 
AQs 19. ard we ſhall fond there certain Diſ- 
cipler at Epheſus, who were baptized into 
Johns baptiſme. It is like that Apvilos li 


ving there, a diligent Teacher, and knowing 


on!y the baptiſme of | fohn, As 18. 24, 25. 


had bap:ized them, Now we areto know that 
this baptiſme, having the ſame Author, Nat. 


2.25, Afatter, Jobn 1, 26. Form, John 1, - 


22,33,34. Ends, Luke 3 3. and c»n/ignmg 
the ſame Goſpel, Mark 1.3, 4. was put one 
Wich Chriſts baptiſme , Epiicl. 4,5. Paul 
therefore car:chizing them therein , thus 1n* 


firafts them, Fokn vecily bapiiz: d wich the 


Þapcilme ot repentance , ſayirg unto the 
people, that they ſhould bel;eve on him 


which ſhould come after him, that is ( ſays 
be ) on Chr:iit Jeſus, Is folows , When, 
they heard this , they weve baptized in rhe* | 
Name 
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Name of the Lord Jeſns. Now the Lueſtion 
ariſes here, Wha are meant by they, 1 the 
Text? the people unto whom Join [pake, or the 
perſons (the twelve men) to whom Paul ſpeaks? 
Not the firſt certainly, then muſt theſe words 
(that.ts on Chriit Jetus ) be Johns inter prim 
ration, when it 1s plaiy be did not know Chriſt 
by hu name, when he baptized, untill ( hriſt 
came to him, John 1, 30, 31. whoare they 
then? Why the laſt, no doubt; for John and his 
Diſciples aid baptize into oxe which ſhould 
come (as it zs ſaid here) but it was the Ap»- 
files and Chriſts Diſciples that baptized ex- 
preſly in the name of Chriſt Jeſus, &C. 

Reſol. Thongh I obſerve a greater va- 
riery of opinions about the interpretation of 
this Texr, rien almoſt of any other chrovgh 


- | the whole Bible, yer this I obſerve alſo,thae 


they all agree in this ( whatever elfe rhey 
differ in) to explode a repetition of the ſams 
valid baptiſme which is the ovly piliar of our 
reverend Brothers Argument. Yea morc- 
over it is very obſervable, that the very 


| reaſon of this ſo great diverſity, was their 
| deteſtation of rebaptization, I find theſe 


ten fevers interpretations , none of which 
allow a repetition of every way the ſame 
baptiſme, which therefore cannot ſupport 
the repetition of the ſame ordination. 

I H 3 1. Some 


(192) 

7. Some think in chat Text baptiſme is 
alvayes to be taken Metaphorically for the 
doctrine of baptiſme,that the ſence may run 
thus;thoſe rwelve Diſciples which were only 
inſtructed in the doQtine of 7ehn, were 
asfrerwards inſtruRed in the Doftriae of 
ey” | 

. Others ſay , that baptiſme may be ta- 
Te alwayes Me: aphorically in that Tex: 
but 1n the firſt place for the DoArine, in the 
ſecond for the pifts of the Spirit beſtowed 
Wy impoſition of hands. 

. Others ſuppoſe , rbat the baptiſme of 
obs is £0 be taken Metaphorically for the 
doArine, and the baptiſme of Chrilt proper- 
ly ; and fo, that theſe twelve were but 
once baptized, and that not by obs , but 
Panl. 
| 4. O. hers take the baptiſme of oh» 
properly, and the baptiſme of Pan Meta- 
phoricuſly for the DoRrine, and ſo make 
bu: one bap:iſme, and tuat by 7ohn, not by 

Paul. 

5. Some rake the baptiſme of Joh» pro- 
perly, 2! ad che bapriſme of Paul improperly, 
tor the gifs of the holy Ghoſt, 

6. Others tzke baprtiſme properly in 
both; bur yet obſerve that both theſe 
expreſſions relate to Pobna baptiſme ; " 

0 
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of this opinion are many of onr Mo- 
Cerns. 

7. Others take baptiſme properly in 
both, and acknowledge a rebaptizacion, but 
it was becauſe thoſe Diſciples wanted the 
true baptiſme of ob», and had only a cor- 
rupt adminiſtration from ſome of 7okys 
Diſciples, wanting the true form, being not 
in the name of the Holy Gboft. 

8 O:hers acknowledge a rebaptization, 
bur it was through this accidental corrupti- 
on in the adminiſtration of oh baptiim, 
the baptized being nor inſtructed in the do- 
Ctrine of the Trinity, and of Chrifts baptiſm 
with the Spirit. 

9, Others acknowledpe a rebapt:zation, 


' bur erroneouſly 8dminifired by ſome of 


Pauls Diſciples before Par! cameto them. 
10. That Pax! did indeed rebaprtiz? 


| whom 7+h1 bad baptized, bur it was becauſe 


Chriſts baptiſm and fobxs were not the 
fame: And this way goes tbe Council at 
Trent, Bellar mine, Eſtins & Lap. and (I think. 
I may ſafely ſay) the Romanilts generally ; 
and if I ſhould add the Ancients alſo,] ſhould 
not be much overtasked co prove it; and this 
way Diodat, bimſelf ſeems to go. And 


now I infcr, If any of theſe interpretations 


may be allowed , or if the uniform conſear 
H 4 and 
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and practice of the Catholick Church may 
be admitted , then is our reverend Brother 
miltaken in his interpretation, And oh how 
ſtrong and ſubtile was that temptation, rhae 
trapan'd ſo learned a perſon into the juſtifi- 
c:tion of one novelty by another , reorgi- 
nation by rebaptization? And what cauſe 
havel, and ſuch asI, to pour ont our ſouls 
in chat petition , Lead us not into tempta- 
tron 

at hold, ] muſt rot fir downas yer,there 
15 in0cher job of work behind, and that is 
ro faw aſnnder the Argument for this ſin- 
galzr opinion , and which is more difficult 
10 relolve, amonglt all theſe Divines, whoſe 
band-ſawtouſe; to uſe them all at once is 
needleſs, if not impoſſible, & rejet any 
outof our ſhop, is prodipal , if not ſcanda. 
lous: and therefore I will only make uſe of 
one, and {ct thereſt lye by until I bave more 
need of them, I ſhall not now deny Chriſts 
bipriſm and fo þ4s to be the ſame, bur ſhall 
rather conjecture that Fohys baptiſm Was 
nzVEC erated; and therefore I mult pro- 


ceed to anfwer the Argument for the con- 
[T4 mh 


It. is cer:ain that the whole hiſtory 


”" T9.) Vas WL itte n by _ is the 
Hiſtorian, 


2. it 
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2, Tt is certain thae the Queſtion (vex.2.) 
Have je received the holy Ghoſt fince ye be- 
leved ® ( which probably is to be under. 
food of the extraordinary gifts, as Calvin, 
Beza, Annot. &c. becauſe it was to bere- 
ceived fince they believed, and the ordinary 
oife before, or in believing) was from 
Pant. 

3. It iscertain alſo , thar that Anſwer, 


we have not ſo mach as heara whether there 


he anboly Ghoſt ,, ( which 1s probably to be 
underſtood ſutably to the Queſtion , of the 
extraordinary gifts, for 7ohn did tell his 
Diſciplesof the perſon of the holy Ghoſt ) 
was the anſwer of Fehns Dilciples. | 
4. Iris certain alſo, chat thar Qneſtion 
was Pauls, Unto what then were ye bapti- 
za Þ 

5. And the Anſwer following was the 
Diiciples, Vnto Zohbns baptiſme. | | 
6, It iscertain alio, char rheexplanatory 
reply ( wer. 4.) was from Pagel. 
7. Neither do 1 ſee any evidence neceſh- 
tatiog a denyal of the next words ( When 
they heard this, they were bapriz'd in the name 
of the Lord Jeſus) to be attributed ro the 
people thar beard 7obs, ſaying, char he bap» 
tized with the baptiſm of repentance,and that 
they ſhould believe 1n hia that ſhouig _ 

? ater 
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afcer him: 
(that 150n Coriſt Jeſus) could not be Zohyj 
_ Interpretation, becauſe Fohy knew no; 
Chriſts name ill afcerwards. 

Reſel. x. I fee no neceſlity that thoſe) 
words (that # on Chriſt 7eſu4 ) ſhould be 
taken for 7obxs imerpreration, but for Paxls: 
Paul tels them that obs ſaid , that thy 
fhrnld believe in him that ſhould come after 
hizz, which Periphraſis of Chriſt Paul exe 
plains by thoſe words, That #, os (brift Je. 
ſus, which Paul havirg done , he adds, 
When they (1 e. Fohns hearers) heard thi, 
thiy were baptized in the name of the Lord 
Zeſus; that is interpretatively, In the name 
of the Lerd Jeſus , burtliteralily , 1» the name 
of him that ſhould come after him. 

2. I {ee no convincing evidence that fokn 
. was 1Snorant of the name of Chriſt, ill 
Chriſt came to him co be baptized : all rhat 
is proved by fohn 1.33. is only chat oh 
knew not the perſon of Chriſt betore, 
r1cugh the name Chriſt he might know be- 
fore; and it ſeems probable that he did ſo; 
for it is certain that Herod knew the Meſſiab 
which was to come by the name Chrift, 
A1atth. 2. 4. ſodid the Phariſees, fohn 1. 
24,25. yea the people of the Jews gene- 
raily, Zuke 22.67. yea the woman of F4- 
| 7&7, 


But it is laid , that thoſe wordy[ygr 
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peria , 7ohn 4.25. Andcan we think that 
| theſe knew the Meſſtah's name, and thar 
{bn did not ? Again, is it not probablethar 
the J ews had ſent ro Fohn, to know whether 
te werenot the Chritt , which ob» denyed, 
tefore Chriſt came to be bapiized ? 7ohs 1. 
19, 20. 3.28, And doth not the name 
Mc{l3ab fignifie Chriſt? Fohn rt. 41. And 
an we think that F-h» underſtogd ir nor ? 
Again, the Angel having told 7ofeph and 


* [ Mary, chat their bleſſed Babes name ſhould 
[be Zeſns, Aatth. 1.21. Luke 1. 31. And 


the b'eſſcd Virgin being Covzen to Elize- 
kth,Zohns Mother,and going to viſither,and 
concinning with her three moneths, and 
conferring with her with the greateſt mu... 
tual joy concerning :he holy ſeed, is ie pro- 
bable, that all this while the bleſſ:d Afary 
did not tell her Couzen of her Childs 
name? And if <2arjiold Elizwberh, how 
is it probable that Elizabeth, fo good a 
Mother, wovuſd not tell her ſon Job > More- 
over it being about thirty years ſpace (as is 
conjeRured ) betwixr the giving the name 
Jeſus unto Chriſt, ard the prezching of 
7ohn, is it probable, char all this while Fob; 
did never hear Chriſts name, 7eſ#s ? Eſpe- 


cially being his Kinſman, and his ſingular 


fore-runner. By this, I ſappole, it is pro- 
| oO. bab'c, 


(108 ) 10} in 
bable, that 70h» did know the names, ChrifÞ where 
Jeſu, and to the Exegeſis might be bis; bur! both | 
if tr were not, it will nor infer , that thej. 7- 
perſons ſpoken of were not Johns hearers [Parts 
Thus having enervated che Argument for[#9%% 
rebaptization; give me leave to add a fenſ#4” 
confiderations to evince the contrary. 11749 | 
I. If Paul repeated the ſame baptiſm,hon] yo” 
doth he ſay, There 5; one baptiſm, Eph. 4. $14 
2. If the ſame baptiſm may be repeated;| Paul; 
how ſhall we gain-fay the Anabapriſts ? Jqvide 
3. If baptiſm may berepeated, then may henſa 
the thing ſignified by baptiſm (viz.the new $1/m1s 
birth, or entrance into the Church ) be re-! app" 
peared, but chat is imporHible, Iſubje 
4. Calvin argues thus, Oaod þ prierem. yom241 
baptiſmum ignorantia vitiat , nt fit alters P 
bapti/mo corrigendnt, prums omnan rebapti-| yl 
2414s erant Apoſtoli, qui tots poſt baptiſmum (0px 
ſaum tricnnio vix modicam ſyncerioris at 8. 
Erin particulam deguſtaverant, &c. Tis |" 
Argumenc will hold good upon a more ge ſor C 
neral accouns, as well a as upon this ſpecial. bapz: 
5. Our Engliſh Annorators on this Text |#* 
argue from the oneneſs of circumciſion, to? defes 
the onenels of bap:iſm; and ſo doth learn- PPC 
ed Wallenus dc bapti/; LG tion 
6. The end of Pauls aRion was the |'*0r 
giviog of the Holy Ghoſt ,, which wss "ty, 
y, | 
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by impoſition of bands; but by baptiſme 
{ybere ſhall we find it ? Calvin and Beza 
& Wn hint at this Argument, 
they 7. Beza onthis Text gives this reaſon, 
Iparticula I que in gracts omnibes codicibus 
ol mo conſenſulegitur , & particala 9% ne- 
emi[ario reſpondet, nullo mods ,nulls (inguan) 
Incas patiizr at hnjus orations ſeriem diſcer= 
warns, gnaſt pars Panlo, poſteriori ſut ip/s 
9 [Luce ew eribuenas : ; ergo hac quoque 
dP ants verbs /ant , tum diftrinam 0 7oanne 
hyvidew aununtiatam , & ab ipſis fide appre* 
wihenſam ut vere E vangelicam tun; etians bap- 
w1mnm ls collatum, at were Chriſtianum 
[49p” obanths , - quibus poſtea manns imponens 
Jſub/ecutts 125 | denons dons, que Spiritus ſantls 
y [mine prins figntfitarat, & de quibus fnerat 
g [ts percontatns, This ſame reaſon 1s given 
- dy Waller; from Calvin,as bimielf acknow- 
So kdperth. 
.| 8. We have the univerſes] Church 
; ain't rebaprization, not only ix cheſs , bur 


Jdefenarr, fairh Wallenus. So that bence, LP: 
[copcerve, this Text holds forth no rebaptiza- 
tion , and therefoce can be no warrant for 
reordicarion, Pur what if 7obns baptiſm, 
. which 


F- 
R 


for ought I ſee, in bypotheſi allo, Reſponded pnckir. 
bapti mum ſemel legitime collatum iterars 103 in fol. c. 
[iebere, tota Eccleſia Chriſtiana haitenus de- de Rn” 


p: 48,49. 
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wich was extraorainary (85 Diod. cals ya 


were ſeconded with an ordinary by Pasl, hay 


pO! 


can tha tjuilifie the ſeconding of an ordinarſ#ar' 


ordination with an ordinary e or - what] 


Ve 


fohns non-conformal baptiſm ( as Diod. inpe® 


plies) were followed with a formal baptiſn 


fie the repeating ofa Scripturaliy formal or. 
dination ? 


Objcf. 1.. Is drawn from the ſuppoſel}4- 


reordination of the Apoſtle. Mr. H. Th 
Apoſtles have one antboritative miſſion, Mat 
10,7. And they have another alſo, Mat. 28, 


19, john 20.21. They are doubly ordaim|| 


then, and both ordinatians extraordinary. 

R. The aQs of Chriſt ig order to the ple 
nary perpetual Apoſtleſhip of theſe twelve 
were Various. 
his Diſciples, and declares to ſome of rhen 


his purpoſe to make them Miniſters : 7at-4, k 
I8,19,20,21,22, Adar.1.16,17, 18, 19, 


20. Luke 5. 10. 2. Theſe being diſcipled, 


Chrilt cals cwelve of them to him, and points] * 


them out to be Apoſtles, bur doth not al 
yet (I conceive). impower them, ar. 3. 
IO,11T, Lyke 6-13, 3. Theſe twelve be 
;0g choſen out to be bis Apoſtles , be gives 
them a particular temporary commiſſion to 
preach and work wonders, dat. 10. J 0 

ar, 


1, Chriſt csls them to (| 


the 
in the name of Chriſt,ver how can thar jaſii|! 
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Mar. 6.7. Lykeg.1. 4. Chriſt declares 


ypon occaſion what full power he will after- 
wards give nntothen;, at. 16. 19. 5, He 


#p1ves them their full Commiſijon at laſt ro 


preach both co Jews and Gentiles, 5,e. to all 
the world, and to contizue by themſelves 
and ſucceſſors'to the end of the world, and 
perfection of this Church , Afar. 28. 22. 


|Mar. 16,15. oh, 20. 21, 22,23. Epbel: 


4.8. 13, Sothen herel fix, That it ſeems 
mott probable that che Apoſtles had not their 
plenary perpetual commiſſion' till aſter 
Chrili's reſurrection, and that what they had 
before, was both temporary,and particular, 
lmited only ro the Jews. And this 1 ſhall 
endeavour to confirm. 1, This Commiſſion 


appears, 1. Becauſe the work that they were 
then impowered to, was to preach that the 
kingdom of heaven us at hand, And therefore 
it ſhould ſeem that' when the kingdom of 


| God was come, that is the Goſpel-Churcb, 


that their power ſhould then ceaſe.  Calv: 
in locum , Hoe eſt quoi dixs pracouium quo 
erios poprnli animos wolnit ( briſtus in ſpem 
propingue redemptions. 2. Becaute the full 


| meaſures of che ſpirit were not given till after 


Chriſts reſurretion, and theretore it is pro- 
bable, not that tull power which ſuppoſed 
thoſe 


(Mat. 10. 7. ) was to laſt bur for a time, Mat.19. 7. 


% 


Mit.10,9, 
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23. 


Mar.6. 30. 


Mir. 29, 
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(112) 


forth is expreſsly ſaid ro be for a journey, 
for which journey they ſhould provide no. 
thing. 4. Becauſe. Chriit tels them they 
ſhould nor be able to perform their journey, 
and their wotk before the Son of man be 


come, 5. Becauſe the Apoſtles nor long ab |. 


rer they were ſent forth, gachered themſelyes 
together, and return to their Maſter to give 
an 8ccount of their work. - 6, Doth not 
Chriſt lay ſuch a foundation for their laſ 
Commiſſion, which ſeems to imply that their 
former commiliion was not fall. Odſerve| 
our Lords words, A/{ poWer # priven unto mt 
inheavm and inearth , Go ye therefore and 
aiſciple me all Nations, &c. mark, po ye there- 
fore; wherefore ? becauſe now all power in 
heaven and in earth is given unto Chriſt Je 


fas : it ſhould ſeem by this char Chriſt wait] 


ed for the full donation of power into his 
hands npon his full and aQual ſatisfaCion, 
before he would grant full commiſſions to bis 
Apoſtles, Not unlike is that Eph.4.8,9.Cal- 


vinſaicth, Mathaas vero anteguam diſcipul | 


injanftum narret docends munus,Chriftum dt 
ſua poteſtate prefatum eſſe dicit, nec abort; 
01 enim hic ſufficerit mediocrss anthers: 
14s —— $08 enim eternam potentiam jactat 


qua preditns fuit ante creatum mundum, ſed, 
q RAW | 


thoſe full gifts. 3.Becauſe this former ſendinp| 


_ 


| 


| bur temporary, as the Apoſtles firft commiſ- 


=— *, 
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quam nunc accepit, dum ordinatus fuit mun- 
as Fugrx , immo notandym eft imperium hog 
on fniſſe liqnizo copnitum donec d mortals ve- 
furrexit. Mufcnivs Cialogues thus, Ous Tn Toad 
1lle mittens eſt ? Mat.ult, dicer, Data hn mths 20. 
OMnz poreſias 1 in ca&ls & in terra; quibur difty, 

' ſubjungit, Eunmtes ergo docere, ie, 7, When 
| Chriſt gave kis' Apoliles a perperval com- 
miiſton, he expreſſeth irs perpetuity, 7 am Mar. Ys: 

with you alw: 'y, ein unto the end of the world. 22 } 

And when Pax! mentions this commiſſion, | 

he expreſly mentiors its perpetuity thus, 

Till we al come tothe nity of the faith, &c, Eph.4 tz. 

bur ia the former intimations of Chrilts com- 

miſftonating his Apoſtles, there is no menti- 

on of any perpetuity ; as if the Holy Ghoit 

did purpolely put this difference berwixe 

them. So then were our former ordinations 


"= 


f1on,then could we admit a ſecond upon expt- 

ration of the firſt : but ſich ours was an ordi- 

nation to a perpetual office, rherefore theſe 

Texts cannot warrant any reordinatton in 

- our caſe. | 
_ 2, This former commiſſion ofthe Apoſtles Mot, *F, 

was bur particular, limited only to the J:ws; 

and this limitation was not of their exeen- 

tion only, but of their power,as appears from 


the commifiion it ſelf. , Go not tn the way of 
[i the 


þ. Mar. I 2, 


In Mat, 
I op & Co 


29, 
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the Gentiles, &e. and likewiſe from their 
latter commiſſion, which runs thus, Diſciple 


me all nations, &c. preach the Goſpel ro every | 


creature, &c. So that hence we may obſerve 
this difference berwixt theſe two commilli- 
ons; the former was limized to the Jes, with 
an expreſs exception againſt the Gentiles, 
bur the later expreſly to both Jews and Gen- 
tiles: So then had our former ordination been 
toa private place, with an expreſ: limitation 
to go nowhither elſe, then indeed upon our 
removal to the excepted place, there would 
be need of a new Commiſhon as well «s 
with the Apoſtles; bur oor ordination was 
tothe whole work of a Presbyter in the uni- 
verſa] Church, witbout any limitation in our 
commiſſion toa particnlar Pariſh, County, 
Nation or People : therefore this inſtance 
neither as an inſtance, nor from the reaſon 
of thething , can juſtifie our reordination, 
And to prevent thecenfure of ſingularity in 
this interpretation , obſerve whar Calvin 
faith, Notandam tamen eſt de perpetuo Apoſto- 
latu nondum haberi ſermonem, ſed tantum dt 
precono temporals - — - - N unc ergo mitturtar, 
nt in Jndea temps adeſſe promiſſe inſtanrati- 
onts, & ſaluty nuntiens. Poſica ordinabit eos 
Chriftzs ut evangelium ſpargarnt per torum 


orbem ; bic tamtum adjuros fibs eos aſſn- | 


v1t. 
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mit. Poftea docendi partes quas obier ant 

ih refognabir; atque hoc norare oper pretinun) 

eft, non putenyws [t abilers fixamque legem oni= 

nibas verbs miniſiris freſcribs, dum precont- 

bus ſug deftring mander Domini quid eos ad 

breve temps facere velit; qne inſcitia multos 

fefellit, ut fine diſcrimine ad hans norman 

omnes verbs AMiniſiros exigerent. Pareus 
lixewiſe ſpeaking of the difference berwixe In Me. 
theſe Commiſſions, ſaith, Fere rriennto illang 39+ begit: 
| preceſſit, & illa quidem fait winiverſalis ad 

| predicandum evangelinn omni CYCATRTE, [4m 


dens & Gentibus, non 1pſis ſolum, fed [neceſſu» 
ribus corn ad firem uſque ſeculs delegara ; 
ita vero ſingularts ſequentibns quaſi preludi- 
un Ineptiſſims ſunt Scripture Interpre- 
_ | tes, qus wel perpetnam regulam Ainiſtris 
Ecclefie ſervandam hic preſcribi volunt, t 
miShe cite Areriws to the ſame purpoſe, with 
many others; bart quotations puff up too faſt, 
and therefore I forbear. 
 ObjeA. 10.From a ſuppoſed reordination of 
Timethy,1 Tim. 4.14 &z3 Tim.1.6.M.H.p.4. 
R, We will grant that 1 7m. 4:14. tis 
to be underſtood of ordination , and thar 
the 34415 u4 there is 5559s , for ſo isthe ſenſe 
of Divines; and though thar phraſe, the a#- « 
thors:y thats in thee , ſeem barſh co vulgzr 
|eafs; yet if authority be a relation; its an 
; Wþ acci- 


_ 
—kK—— 


/ 


_— 


E Pryns 


& T:t. 
Caw 2 in 


I 410, 4+ 
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accident? or make anchority what you can, 
It will be but. an accident, and then ir muſt 
be in a ſubjeA, and that ſubjeR is the Mi- 
niſter,or nore that I know. And we will ſup- 
poſe that 7;*98v71gn is Cerns Preibyterorum, 
becauſe it 1s never uſed in Scriptture (lah 
Bucer) for the office; and what bands hath 
the office to impoſe ? and way wou'd not 
the Holy Ghoſt, if the office were intended, 
rather uſe 05a or agi986w 2 belide the 
iiream of D.vines both Antient and Moder, 


inb. T:. rug this way; Calvin though be g:ves 


another interpretation, yet he approves this 
alſo, Presbyterium qui hic nsmen coll;tivum 
eſſe putant, pro Collegio Preibyreroram poſe- 
tum, refte ſentinnt meo judicio,, and laſtly the 
ne coyned diſtinction of wi7z and a will 
utteriy ſubvere the other interpretation: 
Yet there are three ſeveral anſwers, each of 
which will take off che pretence of 7 imothies 
re- ordination. | 

2, Itis well known that ſeveral learned 
D:vines do take that at in 1759.4.14. and 
thatin 2 Ts. 1.6, to beone and the fame 
ordination : ſome ſay, with the laying onthe 
hanas of the Pretbyterie,may be meant Pan 
bands ; ſo Biſhop Bi//ſen, Mr. Maſon, Cal- 


pe oubern. vin, Gelaſpy,and others, others think thet 
Ecc'., 252. Pere bands were not the hands of the Pres- 


_ 'byreric 


TH 


— 


underſtood of ordination at all, but of ſome 


(117) | 
'byterie, yet that both Paxls bands and the 7* #7 1 
: Ng'eP 443 * 

Presbyrers were laid on together,and ſoboth ,,.*. 
concur inone ordination; ſothen if either x Tim. 
of theſe were true i(as I confeſs I dare make Mi'c Qu." Þ 
a point of faith of neither) then cheze is no?! f07: 
ordination to be found here. 

2, Its more probable. that if theſe Tex's 
malt be nnderftood of two ordinations, thae 
they were to two offices, the firſt ro an infe- 
riour, the ſecond to a ſoperiour office; ard 
perchance firſt to the effice of a Presbyrer, 
and afterwards to the office of an-Evargeliit. 
Gelaſp) feems to lean chis way. 'Its od- ,.... Qu. 
ſervable indeed that in the firſt Epiſtle Paal pe 90,103. 
never gives Timothy any bigher Title then : 
Biſhop or Presbyter (which row at jalt are 
acknow!2dped to be uted by the Holy Ghoſt 
promiſcuovfly ) bur in the ſecond Epiſtle 
wherein Paul mentions the laying on of his 
own hands, he files him an Evangpelitt, 
2 Tim. 4.5. and either here muit be a rwo- 
fold ordinsrfon , or elſe Timothy was or- 
cained per /a/tam, or elſe bis ſecond ordina- 
tion 1s not recorded, 

2. Some think (and I think it is moſt 
probable) that 2 Tim. 2. 1.6, is not tobe 


(2; 


* 


ſpecial pife conferred. by the Jaying on of 
Pauls hands, 1, As Mr, Baxter faith , Je 
£3 2947 


- 
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91a) be inpoſition of hands in confirmation, or 
for the firſt giving of the Hely Ghoſt aber 
captilms , ( ordinarily uſed by the eApeſiles) 
that 15 there ſpoken of, 'which alſo ſeemeth pre 
bable by the Apoſtles annexing it to Timothies 
faith, in which he ſucceeded his Mother and 
Grandmother, and the following effe&s of (the 
ſpirit of power, and love,and of a ſound mind) 
. which are tbe fraits of confirming grace, ad- 
210ni/hing him that he be not aſhamed of the 
Teſtimony of our Lord,which u alſo the frait of 
confirmation, 2. That very expreflion, ftir 
»p the gift, doth term to imply that gift co be 
gratia gratum faciens, for it ſeems t03 1m- 
proper to lay, ſtir up thy office. 3. The 
Apoftle doth fomewhar critically uſe a divers 
parricle in thfeſe ewo Texts, in the former 
vera (ues emviPat TW yopor vs mpiopurie) 


in the latrer die (Nz Ts emYs otws of Yepon (s) 


now the Queſtion is, why ſhould Pax! uſe 
different words, if theſe were not different 
aQts? Tara not ignorant that-ſome ſay 0: 
is uſed to ſet forth Paxls aR in ordination, 
becauſe he was the Ordainer ; and only «74 
ro ſet forth the P:esbyters aR, becauſe they 
are only a ſliftancs in ordination. But I. | his 
 crotchet, chongh ingenious, yet it fees to 


be new. 2. Altogether without proof. 


Þ Andi it ſeems to contradict moſt of our 
| Proteſtant 


(119) | 
Proteſtant Divines, even Epiſcopal as well as 
others that acknowledge a power of ordi- 
nation in Presbyters, and that their ordina- 
tion without a Dioceſan .is valid , which 
they would not do, hsd the Presbyterie no 
power of ordination at all, 4, Ir ſuppoſes 
ordination in this Text, which ſuppoſicion 
is contrary to the two firlt probabilicies,thar 
this gift was gratia gratum faciens, and not 
gratia gratn data. | 5, In At:13, thereis * 
the ſame word uſed to fignifie the at of the 
DoRors, as was uſed to fipnifie the Act of 
the Prophets. 6. This would overthrow 
their new interpretation of 1 71w.4. 14. 
which is ro put Presvytrrinms for the office, 
with a Parentheſis in the Text to help the 
ſame; and fo make w7""-to fiBnifie Pauls 2. 
7. .1t will overthrow that teftimony of rhe 
Antien:s ſo much mapnified for underitand- 
ing by a Colledpe of Presbzrters, a Colledre 
of D:oceſans, for then«47a moſt {ignihe 
theirat, 8. If this vez ſignifie the Pres- 
byte:s conſent only, then why ſhou'd tre 
Presbyters lay on hands any more then 
the people ? for the people were antiently 
ro conſent, and to a(ift by their concurrence 
in prayer. 9. If Presbyters are Ordainers 
with the Biſhops (as ſome confeſs) then is 
tt not 3S3inſt the natore of ordination ; for 
I 4 have 
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have not all ordainers the ſame cauſality *4þ 


10. Bur farther to ſpeak therruch, whether 


it make for me or againſt me , theſe words, 


viz & S12, are often uſed promiſcuouſly; 


inſtances are not rare of uſing #74 for per, -/ 
and 1's for cam, Andit is evident, that :1| 


the whole Church, till of late ( for oughtl 
yet fee) hath ſo'underſtood the ſame in 
theſe Texts. But to leave it now to the 
impartial Reader to judge, whether if v7 
.& cuz difference any things , it be not more 
probable that they difference the interpreta- 
tion of the holy Ghoſt from an ordination, 
then an ordination from an ordination. But 
let it po how it will with 47 & dz, yet 
ſure I am that it 1s more probable, either that 
Paul ordained flot Timothy at all, or that be 
joyacd with the Presbyters in their ordina- 
tion,or that the Presbyters ordained Timothy 
ro one office, and Paul afterwards to 
another, a bigher, then that Paxl ordained 
bim ro the ſame office ro which he. was 
ordained before. 

Ail thac I obſerve further in Mr. H. traQ, 
is, the anthority of Chemmrins and Bald- 
Win, | 

Reſol 1, Methinks it is a Queſtion, whe- 
ther reordinacion be more creditedby theſe 
two authorities, or more diſcredited in that 
Cl they 


—_—_—— — 


_——— 


te); 


hey are but two,and ewo not of the Antients 


wither, And thovgh it isto be acknowledped, 


\har theſe ewo were learned and revyerend 


Latheran Divines, yer, no doubt, there mg 


|: wo ſcore eaſily rallied againit them, and 
Irmay be, as learned as they. I believe no 


Reordained will ever advertureto pole au- 
tborities, andif they will nor number bur 
neiph , they will ger but J;ttle ; Butif they 
wil reeds urge me with their b2zre aucho- 
ity, | muſt needs return to ſach an Tpſe dix'r, 
5 we were wort to return to the authority 
of Ariſt. at Oxford, Rationem Ariſt, expetto, 
we anthoritatew. Or our reverend Brother 
nay be anſwered in his own words, or rather 
it. Hieromes, Qusd de Scripturu Fathcrita- 
lw non havet, eadem facilitate eontemnitur 
144 prebatur,, But more” particularly it 15 
certain, that Baldw'sn was agatnit reordina- 
ton ( as appears by his ſeventh Argument 
produced apainſtit ) where che perſon was 
ſatisfied of che validity of. bis former ordi- 
nation ; and only chen for a repetition 
wen the perſon timfelf was not fatirfied ; 
which I ſuppole ts the cafe this day but of a 


5 


very few in England And is for Chemmitine, 
Jhe is ſo large 1n his diſcourſe upon the Sacra- 


ments, that Ithought it no: eperepretines to 
| can 


Bald.C.C:' 
10393 
1049, 
IlO41s 
O43 _ 
Fxamen. ' 
Presb. z. 
de Sacra. - 
ord. p.401- 


i hea £45 


fcan him ail over , bur this I. found by the 
way , thatin the bofineſs of ordination he 
reters us to their Auguſt, Confeſſion, whereinh 
"Few" aich , their Churches have explainedþ;,,,;, 
Conf, 1.z. themſelves. And tbere, I am ſure, it is ſaidÞ 
c.1r.f.362 more then once or twice , that Orders areſ 
initerable ; The very title of the Chapter| #0 
of Orders is this, Ordinem, ſive ſacram} 
ordinationem vere (thongh largely , not auÞ+ \ 
Baptiſm and the Lords Supper, as Chem. | 
tels the Trent Conventicle) Facramentum (rot 
eſſe, nec poſſe in aliquo iterari, For explica-|) 
rion and confirmation whereof they cite the 
ſeveral ſentences of St. Augnſitne. ring 


lt 


®- 


"LI0IF 
CHAD. V. 


entdining certain Conceſsions en the 
perſons part in the Queſtion , in order 


aid 


rep | 
er. 50 413 ACCOMMORAELON, 

mp $, | 

a [l, V E may lawfully accept a general 
t, confirmation of our former or- 


m [{tstion, which confirmation pleaded, would 
1- york by way of Ffoppel, as Mr. H, after 
e Ihe Lawyers ſpeaks. Inftances”boch of gi- 
ring andaccepring ſuch confirmation ſhall 
heceafter be produced. 

2. Butif chis general may nofbe grant- 
ed, we proceed to particulars,and ſay, that it 
1s lawfolto fubmit to the rryal of our «bi- 
lities , faich and manncrs by thoſe that ſhall 
de deputed thereto by anthoricy, This ſeems 
to beimplyed in chat Command, #7140: ds 
wit @f95 mA) mavTT TW a (TEITL (as AGyoy 
Tie Tis & vply em, Tf to every ore 
that ask, then much'more to thoſe in antho- 
rity, If they ask, and if of our bope, then 
of our faith and life, which are the foundati- 
on of our hope. And this ſeems ro be no 
more,then what our Lord Jeſus, MR 
an 


t Per.;.15 


Exal. 5. 
L xd. 7. 


Nekem. 2. 


AQs :r, 
37, 39. 
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znJ otherSaints have ſubmitted to beforens)ÞAV* 


Coryfftom faith  Porro is qui wolenti- 


us, hortantibus & pratias arentibus preeſſe|® 


taxtam omnia faciat , quaſi xewint rationem 
reatturns , tyranyice potius qram populariter 
hujnſmodi exercet officium. : 

3. Ic is lawinl ro artend the Biſhop for, 
and to receive their approbirion of our 
quralthcations and confticutions, if they 
pleaſe to grantir;, and whether their appro- 
bation be reflified by word or writing, *lers 
not the caſe. This needs no proof, it flows 
{o naturally from the former. 

4.1 tis lawful to accept,yea to ſ2et 2 licence 
fr2m the Biſhop to exerciſe aur miniſterial 
ciftsand authority, Whar is this more then 
to eek leave of any ane char derains us, 


either by T1 or bY wrong, to £9 4 bout - 


our Maſter bis buſineſs 2 Whar is chis more 
then Moſes and Aaron did 1n ſeeking to 


_ Pharach toler the Iſraelites G5 to worlh p? 


Or Ezra or Nehemiah did in ſeeking to 
Artaxerxes for liberry to go and build the 
Temple?Or Pxl in deſiring Claudins Lyſras 
to give him liderty to preach tothe peopie? 
5. Iris lawful co accept, yea to defire the 
prayers and benediction of a good 
| prayers 


wt, fiealege preſumit , ut confalto propriaÞ® 


Biſhop; . 


es, 
's 
1.S 4 
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night give us his benediRtion in ſolemn fa- 
[hog avd prayer, there were norcaion t9 


Jor fervent eff:tual prayers that: are Litur- 


per homwinem? Hanc vere orationem Preaby-' 
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ayers for the increaſe of miniſterial abili- 
es, continuance of divine athiftarces and 
cllomrance of abnndenc fucceſs, Were 
hs ail.chat che Biſhop would have, thar he 


re 


tfuſeic, burrarher (TI chink ) ebankfally 
lO. acceptit. Did not che Elders of Epheſns 
receive Pan!s benediction long 8fter their or- 
ination? And did not Pawl and Barnabas gg, 1 
vſe the prayers of the Doors at Antioch 

ong after their ordination ? Andare we not Jam 5.16, 
commanCced tO pray one for another > And 18 it 
rot ſaid that the fervent effetual prayer of a 

righteous man availeth much e. And God 

forbid that I ſhould ever think , that there 

are not righteous men among the Prelatical, 


A &s 20, 


vical, And methinks this might tend ſome- 

what cowards the ſatisfaRtion of our right 

reverend B:ſhops,fith ſo much of ordination 

yes in a ſolemn bleſſing. St Augaſtive faith, | 

ſomewhere , that Ord'natio eft oratio ſaper ery Sen. 
homivem calimporuntsr mann. And learned 1.s. p.ry. 

Eſtins cals it, Benegiftions  Sacramentum, de Guber- 
And Bucer queries thus, /fanns impoſitio 3 ECG 


337 
Wo <CSy/* Ty 


wid eft aliud jaxta Canonem 13h oratio [#- * 
/ | 


Te, is 
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tur © 
6. It ſeems [awful to admit the impoſition 
of the Bi:hops hands on the perſon in the 


Qaelton; this riſes high, bat from bottom to '}} 
top will give you a ſurvey of my thouphes. 
1. Impofition of bands was of frequear uſe | 
in the antient Church, Gen, 48. 14, 15: | 
Numb. 27.18,23.Levit.24 14. Deut.17.7. | 
2, [Ir + notabokſhed in che Goſpel, bur | 


contirmed , 4&s 6.6.13.2,3. 1 Tim. 4. 
14. 2 T9,1.6, 3. That the = of im- 


p«fi 100 of hacds was various. 1. Some- | 


tim:s to fipiifie the beftowance of ſome ex- 
eraordinary gifrs of the holy Ghoſt, 488, 
17,18,19.5.6, 2. To ſigaifie the work- 
ing of iome extraordinary, cure, ark 
6.5. 3. The conferring of Eccleſiaſtical 
power, 17:w.4.14. 171n.5.22, 4, The 
beſtowance or deſire to beſtow ſome ſpiri- 
tual blefiiog, Gen 48. 14,15. Mark 10. 
16, 5. Asalign - conſent or apfrobati- 


on, Levit. 24. 14. Dent. 13. 9. 17.7. 


Namo. 8. 9, 10, 11, This impofition of 
bands by the Iſraelices might fipnifie their 
conſent to their conſecration, but not theit 
conſecration by themſelves. 7. Becauſe the 
Uraelices hid no power to conſecrate the 

Levites 


terisillucitam fniſſe credibile cuipiam Videa- 
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. J&vices to an office to which they were not 
poſecrated themſelves. 2. Becauſe the 
evites are - ſaid to be an offering to the 
ord, and the people were reſtrained from a 

;erſonal offering. 3. It is expreſly ſaid,that 

[{aron (ſhould offer the Levites. 4. It ſeems 

b be here as in the caſe of the bullock, Levis. 
, 15, —— 6. Impoſition of hands may 
-ſeuſed asa fgn of confirmation , as many 
oth of Ancients and Modernes do conceive, 
nd accordingly interpret that Heb. G. 2. 
7, This hath been uſed as a fign of & ſepara- 
ion-to & particular work, Afis13.2,3- 
|, This hath been uſedas a fign in popular 
lection, ſay many great tranſmarine Di- 
inzs, 8nd ſome, not Dwarfs, at home, ——— 

+ By this various uſe you may fee, that 

 hgorwrie is irerable; as in confirmation 

{nd ordination, afterwards: or as in Pan 
nd Barzabas , 8nd the piving of the holy 
Ghoſt, and a ſeparating tothe Apoſtolick 
york among the Gentiles; or as in Timothies 
ordination and a donation of a ſpecial gift : 

- Þ. Likewiſe from the various uſe of this 

nee, you may ſee thar it is lawful for the 

jerſon in che Queſtion to admit impoſition 
of hands: for choughir is true,, it cannor 
lgnific to him either the beſtowance of an 
es 7 extraordinary 
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extraordinary gifr,, or the working of iþ 
miraculons cure, orihe conferring Eccieh.Þ 
aſtical autbority , or the confirmation off 
baptiſm, or popular eleQion, yer it may beſ 


nied either to ſignitie the Biſhops benedicti- 


'on, or his approbation and allowance , orf' 


his confirmation of our orders, or as a 
ſeparating us to' this or trac particular 
work, Thus they that cannot admit the 
Biſhops hands for one end , may do it for 
another, 


7. -It is lawful for the perſon in the Qae-[ 


{tion , upon his undercaking a 'new charge, 
to admit a folemn ſeparation by the Biſhops 


and Presbyters with faſting, prayer, and 


1opoſition of hands, unto that particular 
work, This I taketn be irrefragably argued 
from Paul and Barnabas, As 13. 

8. lt ſeems lawful co admit all that is 
aforeſaid, though a man ſhould not remoye 


to a new place. If a Miniſter upon this || 
change gave up his plice for loſt, and his | 


people gave up bim, upon the diſlolution of 
his legal title , if he ſhall afrerwards pain 4 
legal eftabliſhment , and bave his liberty to 
procced in his labours in that pare of che 


Lords harveſt, he may (for ovghrt 1 know) | 
accept the folemn Geod /peed, with the || 


approbative 


Bow n= @aSw. 
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ca Try © EY. 
approbative . X<«gorriz of the horieſt Bi- 
ſhop. — By this you may ſee, how 


I ſtrongly bent my ſoul is ro peace; infoniuch 
' that chere is nothing that I can deviſe zbout 


reordination in thef;, rhat the right reverend 
' Biſhops can demand, bur it fhali be yielded, 
except only the formal inveſticure with 
minifteria! power, | 


gn—_ 
_ — —_— 


AS CATS. DERETT D<IDO——_—— 


CHAP: V1; 


Containing certain Conſiderations hum: 


bly offered to thoſe that are fer the im- 
poſing of reoraination, to promote ats 
accommodation. 


I. "Ri it be imagined, har Presbyterian 
| } ordination is ſuch a groundleſs 
novelty, as tobe deſtitute of all authority ? 
L confeis | wondred when. I read the chal- 
lenge of the lare right reverend Biſhop 
Hall, and heard the like from a reverend 
Deao, to pive any ſolid Inſtance in all anti- 
quity of a Presbyterian ordination. - WW hat. 
did they think of Pax/s ordinatton (ues 
| K C20 
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It is well known, that ſome would makethe 
Biſhops the {acceſſors of the Apoltles , of 
the ſevemy two Diſciples ; andifſo, yon 
know what follows, Or what do they think 
of Sax! and Barnabas their ordination (as 
ſome callit) in As 13, by the Teachers 
at Antioch? Or what of T emorthy's ordina« 
In Epiſt. tion by the hands of the Presbytery ? 1 Tim. 
ad Lvag. 4. 14. Or what of the A/exanadrian Biſhops 
conſecrated by the Presbycers (as St. Zerome 
tels vs) fortheſpace of abour ewo hundred 
years nextafter the Apoſtles ? Or what of 
the like hiſtory of ordinations by the Pres- 
Amb. ln Þyters throughout e/£gypr by St. Ambroſe 
Eph. 44 \ and St. Anpaſiine? or whoever they were, 
Auguft. q. yer co you it ſuffices , in that they are cited 
Teſt. Q. by your ſelves for Ambreſe and St. Angn- 
ror,  /fine: or what of Firmilians ailertion, that 
Inter Fp: inthe Church, wherein all power and grace 
Cyprian. is ſeated, there prefidecerrain Elders, which 
epilt.75+ have both the power of baptizing, impoſing 
Rin Uhr bands, and ordaining? But to. come nearer 


de pri. 
793, 792, the Scots' from their firſt embracing of the 
00, Chriſtian Faith, Axxo 179. till the year 


4309. were conſtantly inſtrafed and go- 
verned 


callit) As 9. by «{namas a Diſciple? 


home, What did they think of that ſo famous 
|  eccle. Bri. ſtqry, reported by ſo many great ones, thar 


Gm. & ana fn} OA wes) a mw rw . cc a a em c cr. co.cc;  ]''-> 


wm -22 rp ow oo tm 


wn, wv 


8 «a Uo of as 


*Y Y pay; wn 2 Od © 


= - Lak 4 — — 3 ww a 77 WY 
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verned only by Presbyters and Monks, with- - . 
out Biſhops 2 Or whac did. chey chink of Dr.Blond. 
_ thoſe ſo famous converters of a great part Apol.3148 
of onr Engliſh Nation, Segerans, Aidanus, g xrers | 
Finanns, Colmannus, T ads, Dina. Ceollach, diſp. Ch, 7 
Trumbhere, Cedda, and others, who received Guv. 97. } 
their ordination ſaccelſively from Colamba- Bega Ecc. | 
»:5 the Abbor, Pre:byter of Hy Avby, whe ages: 6s I 
came out of Scotland art the invitation of Rap 
Oſwald King of Northamberland, in the 26.1.4 c. I 
time of the Heptarchy ? About chat cime, or Dr. Blond, | 
ſomewhat after , was Auguſtine the Mork 524-357, 
ſent from Gregory the great into the Soath 366, 359. F 
part of Exg/aud. Or what didcthey think ©4.. ..;. | 
of A. Luther, Doctor Mealer, and other in Clridh | 
Presbyters, that ordained Am/dorfizs Biſhop S:x5n.1.15 1 
of Newburgh > Whoſoever would ſee more? 45% 
Inſtances of Presbyterian ordination, let ibid. Fr 
him read Doctor  Blondels , Apol. Gerſoms, 
Bacey de gubern. Eccl. and Mr. Pryr's Vs- 
biſb. Tim. & Tit. | 
2. Can it be valid or candid to argue 
from the condemnation of Novatus, Arrins, 
Colatbss , or Maximns, to the condemna- 
tion of all Presbyters, ordained by the Pres- 
bycery? Certain I am,that Biſhop Downaw 
and Biſhop Bil/or , that argued from theſe 
againſt the regularity, yer would noc argue 
K 2 from 
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from theſe againſt the validity of Prezbytes- 


rian ordination. But let us conlider thete 
co:idemned perſons ſeverally. 

I. Nevatar, who was cenſured in- - 
third Century, according to Enfcbin: : 
was 1. A Priefl of Rome, puffed up hk 


Price againſs thoſe that fell in 11me of perſe- 


ce jon through infirmity of the flijh,as though 


there were ms hs pe of ſaluitien for thcm , yea, 


"though they performed all that appertained to 


trie conver ſion, and right confeſſion of faith, 
2 He tecamethe Anther and Ring-leader of his 
cwn hereticall Seft. 3. He was cxcommunicate 

and baniſhed the Church by a Synod of [1xty 
Biſhops gathered at Rome, with many Pres- 
bjters aud Deacons, 4. He was ordained &4 
Prieſt by the favour of the Biſb1p (though all 
the Clergy, and many of the Laity withſtood 
it) who requefied that he might be perm'tied 
to «il;w only this one,  F when he had pre* 
{xmptuonſly endeavoured to challenge to him- 
feif the title of a Biſhop, not granted mim from 
above, he choſe two men of aſperate Condition to 


be partakers of his herefie, whim he might 


{end to a certain corner of Italy , and there to 
ſeauce three Biſhops, plain, ſumple,aud conntry 


men , by ſame crafty means, avouching that 
tHe} miſt in all haſte come to Rome , feigning 
that 
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that they, together with other Biſhops, meeting 
ro the ſame parpeſe , foonld appeaſe and re- 
move a certain Schiſm raiſed 1n that Cuy, 
theſe being ſimple men ( as we ſaid bejwe ) 
nt knowing thar crafty and miſchicuons 
fetches, after their coming, were in:lnded by 
ſuch lewd perſons as were ſuborned for that 
purpoſe, and about tenof the clock inthe night, 
when they were ſomewhat tipſie and well 
cram'd with victuals, were cenſirained to 
create him Biſhop , &c, of which one of theſe 
Biſhps repented, and all depoſed. 6. He hid 
formerly been poſſeſſed of the Devill. 7. tt was 
donbred of hu bap'iſm, which at tze beſt was 
on hu bedin ſickneſs, $8. Tn prrſecation he 

arnyed weanfelf to be a Prieſt, and forfo:k the 
Church of Gol. 9. H: caſed the perple at 
the Loras Table to ſwear by tht body and ble9a 
ef the Lord Feſus Chr ft , they wonld never 
forſabe him, and ſly to '> ornelivs ere he would 
del ver the the' Sacrament , and enſtead of 
Amcy,to jay 1 will not fly to Cornelius = 
Now then jet any one judge whether ell 
thar were Pre,byrerially ordained, were _ 
as Novatus, Or their ordinations like his, 
they were, let them be cenſured with ds; 
bucif no', we crave jaſtice, 

2. Let us conſider the caſe of Aerivs, 

K 3 who 
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who wag condemned by Zpiphaniys for an 
Heretick (es ſome ſay ) for maintaining an 
int: betwixt Biſhops and Presbyters. But 
I ſuppoſe that Aeris was condemned by 
E piphanias on this account ; yet I hope you 
will not think Epiphanins's cenſure ſufficient 


to make e/fr:1us3 an Hererick, for if you do, 


then you muſt acknowledge that be was 8n 


Heretick, for denying prayer for the dead, - 


for denying the Paichal Faſt as Jadaicsl,Grh 
( briſt our Paſuover u ſacrificed for us, For 
on theſe accounts was he condemned for an 
Heretick by Epiphan, Yea and other Do- 
&rire; ſhall you find condemr.ed by Eps- 
phan. for hereſies, which the very Papiſts 
Bere's themſelves will acknowledge for verities. 
nrmen 2, It is evident, that Epiphen. underſtood 
rebus le- by hereſie, any doQrine pertinacicuſly held 
viſſins paint rhe Church, whether fandamentsl or 


Tmpingitur. ; 

Luds Viv. not, and ſohis hereſie ſeems to me to be 
Duid et : 

Paſuha, (aith e&/14s, quod apud vs fer ficitur ? Indatcts fabulis 
wur{ies addicit eſt 5s ———— qua ratione nominatis poſt moriem 


n0m 74 mMortuornm ? Orat vivens,quid proſucrit mortu0 ? A ins 
Ajianus gqaidem in totum; aliter enit non [eatit quam velut 
Arrits, fuyinſus mente, elatus 0 pintone —= mignam mult tndinem 
al 'exit -—ſugabatur cum ſun ah Eccleſt's, &c. quideſt Eviſceprs 
ad P.esbyterum ? Nihil differt h © ab 3Ro.unus enim eft ordo, & 
znus (inqu t)bonor, una dignitas. Eplphane haecel. 75. 


ſometimes 
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ſometimes but a higher degree ot, or an 
appravated Schiſm. 3. But if Epiphas, had 
underſtood the-word herefie never ſo {tri&- 
ly,yet e/Eriz, being an Arrian, might and 
is thereupon called an Hererick, 4. I do 
not obſerve thit Epiphay. anywhere cals 
eEr:ns an Heretick, mcerly and {imply upon 
the account of his Ifotomy ; nay confident 
Iam, that ſome DoRtors of our own do de- 
ay ie, and particularly ( if my memory 
exceedingly fail me nor) Biſhop 7ewel and 
DoRor Field. 5. If e/£rmms held an £qua- 
lity, not only in order, bot degree and digni- 
ty alſo, as no doub: (41f Epjphan. may be 
credited) hedid, then ſome of ours, or- 
dained by the Presbyters, canflot be brought 
under that ceniare, 6. But if it were he. 
reticalro ſay, thar Biſhops and Presbyters 
were bur one orcer by divine right, whae 
then is Catholick? 7. Ir ſeems that Aerizs 
was furious and turbulent, and divided the 
Church of God, being ſertled; bur ſo it. 
cannot be ſaid of many Presbyterially or- 
dained. Sothen what is the Inſtance of a 
diſowned Arrian, ſchiſmatical Aerixs to 
orthodox pesceable Presbyters ? 

3. We cometo coniider the inſtance of 
Colutbus, and whether it be forcible or 
friendly 
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friendly to argue from the pretended ordi- 
nation of 1ſchyras by hs to the ordi- 
| nation by'Presbyters. 1. Socrates (Ecele, 
TYRY . Deſt. & 1. CoZ©0, 21.) —_ One Iickyras 


Ei. 595. deſerved a hundred kinds of death, 2. When 


called himſelf a Adinifter ,' and preſumed io 
rx2Yciſe the office of a Prieſk, 3. Nay more, 
Arbanaſiuz accaſed him to have received PL 


orders at all, 4. He raiſed heavy ſ1:naers 


ſcarce ever read on before. F. 7 he Coluthi- 

ans (of which party Iſchyras was) affirm, 

that the evil of Puniſhment comet not from 

God. 6G. Th Iſchyras adheared ro Euieb us 

a»vd the Arian fattion, as the ther Mcletians 

did, whom though Epiphan. will not cat 
Hereticks but Settaries,yet Socrates will, ana 

ives nsthis account thereof Melerus, Bi- 

bl 'ecl. 1.1. hop of a certain ( ity in Egypt, beſide ſundry 
EE 3  * other cauſes, ſpecially for that in time of 
# perſecution he had renounced the faith, ana 
ſacrificed unto Idols, was deprived of his Bi- 

ſhaprick by Pecer Biſhop of Altendria , which 

ſuffered martyrdom under Diocleſian. 7.1t 

Of  * #5 faidby D:Ctor Ficld and others, That 
| Church > Iſchyras was arpoſes for bring ordained by 
EE 3.c-: 2 Cokathus 


"Bufcb.ccc prattiſed privily ſuch a kind of effence 4s * 


he hal never taken orders (it 1 ſaid) he 


arg reproaches agaizſt Athanaſius \ ſuch a [ 


rot 
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Coluthns & Presbyrer z mot beczuſe ſuch 
7r61n4fion Wis void inits own nature, bare 
from the ſtrictneſs of the Canon. 8$., If 1 
or give my judgement upon the diligent 
pzruſal of the whole ſtory , I ſhould ſay, 
Tza: I fear irregular contentions, more then 
rre2uJir ordinations, cauſed ſuch frequent 


(deprivations, and that uncharitable animo- 


ſites, more thea antiſcriptural hereſies, 
drew up fuch diſmal charges agzinſt eact 
other. 

Aid will no: now adayes ſome farmiſe, thar 


theſe are the principles within, when they 


ſee ſuch practices without ? Bur to conclude, 
:cording to the kiſtory , what is the depri- 
ation of a ſcandalous, beretica), ſchiſma- 
kcal, unordained 7/chyras., to juitifie the 


leprivation of holy, orthodox, peaceable, 


| drdained Prezbyters ? Reader, icornnout at 


heie Epithers, for verily we will ſubmit to 
-be ſevereſt cryal before fit Judges; and 


| :boſe Presbyters that are rot found ſuch, 
| #e will be content they ſhou'd be deprived, 
| >n condition thoſe thac are fo n.ay be con- 


irmed. 

4. Now I come ro conſider, whether the 
condemnation of 21aximns by the { onſtar- 
tinopelitan Councel , and thoſe that were 
ordained 
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ordained by him,, will warrant a condemna- 


*bnd 


= YI - ja -- - . 
tion of Presbyterian' ordination ? Gregory i't 


Naz3anzen, the perſon chiefly eoncernedin 
this cranſaction , aſſures vs, that Maximus 
wasa very wicked, debauched perſon ; thus 


Prema de he paints him; l 7is m7 npiv iy mer die 
vita [02 ad Audpias, arymoy gdvragua, Avnats veu0!? 


popu}. 
Conſtant, 


Perpetual 


zUaP, wriTK't, dpoiſoy Virus, a pns, dquyoy 
7: Ut Andes Tens, EavJes , wadubur : BD 1 
d TAE; Tos Teltg.; To pwinmAdid , Th. of" dgries 
© VEnu ive mls Jr: Jov ovrOr ,ue dts 
a Up, tNeus mINGYS. 
gee F wawy , x, ovvI3ems : Yea the vey 
Citizens of Conſtantinople were mad at hin 
and accuſed his wicked life. 2. Heinvadeal, 
without the conſent or knowledge of tle 
Biſhop, Clergy, or fraternity , the Churd 
of Auaſtafia in Con{tantinople, Gregory Ni 
214121 Þ ſhop there being lick, 3. He cane 
in the nighe. 4. With many bribed per. 
ſons. 5. Wasordained inthe Churci, int) 
which they brake, by certain Biſhops « 
eEpgypt, and fo out of their own confine, 
fent by Peter Biſhop of Alexandria (s 
Biſhop B:lſox cals them ) But Aiyv@7s I 
mx woete #, xuyal ſus uipopss , JVgnva vaumn. 
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Yea more he cals him ' 


orda 
Rſs 
gar « 
he a 
loſt 


fora 


_ 
J 
JJ 


C159) 


lin 
H D>Ror Blongdeltels us. 7. He was droven 
RN oat of Conſtantinople by the people. 8. Vhen 
; , be addreſſed bimſclf ro the Emperour Theo- 
 [dofins, he was repulſed with great wrath and 
'® lormideble threats. 9. Yet not quier, he 
Rf es tO Alexandria, end there drives Biſhop 

Peter ont of his Chair. 10, Though tit is 
* {truce he was condemned by the Conſtantine» 
N {plitan Councel, yer I find nor thelcaſt men- 
Y [tion chat be was ordained by Presbyters on- 
, [ly, or for ſuch ordination thar be was depo- 
, ſed. Take the Canon it ſelf and make your 
; belt of it : Propter totius indi{ciplinations 


ordinati [ut qualemcanque gradum Clerice- 
tus ob:ineaut, omnibus ſcilicet que eircarmm 
vel ab eo geſta ſunt , in irritum Yevocatis. 
Now where 15 the word Presbyter to be 
found ? or any {y}lzbie ehat ſhould intimate 
any Presbyterian ordination to be thereaſon 
of thar cenſure? 11, It ſeems that this 
was not the cauſe, in that all things done by 
|- Maximas were made void, as weil as his 
| ordinations. Now 


-_ a 


ordained Deacon or Presbycter before, as ?? 


"1 bnd as Gregory Nazianzen faith of them, 
"1.6. He was ordained Biſhop , never being In Apol, 


339+ 


Greg,Na. 
Poem. ib, 


' : ; Conftint. 
tjur doftrinam que Conſt antixopalt. orta et, C_. 


ut neque Zaximus fuiſſe ant eſſe etiam pute- Can. 6. 
tur Epiſcoprer, Statutum eſt neque hi qui ab eq ſecundnm 


Mertiin. 
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Now let any cand'd Reader judge whetheyſDe® 
the perſon in the Queſtion hive commanÞc$? 
jzitice, when ſoch perſons and *Rio-:s a6 
theſe ſhall be drawn into exainple againſtÞ**'« 
him ? be | 

2. Doth ir not well become theſe ro paſyſÞ3® 
over irregularities in others ordinations, » Fi 
whoſe. own are puilty of ſo many ? bow isirÞ 
poſs:ble for any one to condemn Presbytert. Þ) 
an ordingtions for irregularities and non-ca- hat 
nonic2ineſs, and not condemn the Prelarical [2 
allo? for isjt not an irregularity to be con- keen 
ſecrared a B-ſhop without the election or ther 
conſent of the Peoplz and Presbyterie ? to |5**? 
ordain a mana Deacon and a Presbyrer both 
in one day? and withoue a publ:ke congre- whs 
S4ctt0n, in & privace chamber? and without che Mz 
notice or conſent of the Biſhopof the D.o- |?) 
ce's? I might add, are Drunkards canonical? ſec: 
are {wearerse are curlers? are gameſters? by 
are whoremongers ? are Non preaching [9% 
Prelares and Prieits? and are illicerate Me- |P'* 
chanick Readers, &-c? WP! 

4. As to the Statute-Law of our Realm, |”. 
1s not that of capacity large enovgh ro admit Jl 
to preferment thoſe that bave impoſition of (is 
hands only from the Presbyterie? it ſeems | 
ſoto be. 1. From the At of the late Parlt- | 
amen, | 
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thegmenr, coniirmedin this preſent Pariamen?, 


noopegun A1ay. 8.61. 


which confirme:h the 


s aÞdicisl procecdings in the fate incerruptions, 
inftþxe- ciled by veriue of the authority from 


jbe late pretenced powers , ſuch as were 


paſyjpany of the ordinztions by the Claſſes. 
0s, » From the bo-k of conſecration, and the 


's io w eſtabliſhing it , 


neither of- which have 


ri. hay clauſes(as tsaſſcrted by a great Lawyer) 
ca- {har null ordinations by other forms. 3. Be- 
cal cauſe che Statute of 13. Eliz.c. 12. doth 
\0- lem piainly ro taKe in other ordirations 


or 
Ci, 


th 
me 
he 
O- 
[? 
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then are according to our form ; it runs thus, 
Be it enalled by thi preſent Parliament, that 
wery perſon nuaer the atoree of a Biſhop, 
which acth or ſhall pretend tobe a Prieſt or 
Miniſter of Gods holy Word and Sacraments 


[7 reaſon of any other form of inſtitution, con= 


ſecration or orgering, then the form ſet —_ 
by Parlsament, or now nſed in the raign of 
ear moſt gracions Soveraign Lady, ſhall i the 
preſence of the Biſhop, or Guardian ef the 


|/piritualitics oj f ſome one Dioceſs,where he hath 
[or ſhall have Eccleſraftical living, erchure his 


eſſent and (nbſcribe ro all the Articles of re- 
ligton Which at concern the confeſſi.n of the 
Chriſtian faith, and the Doflrine of the Sacra- 


| entre +, It jeems further undeaiably clear 
? 


tliar 
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that the Law would allow ſuch Miniſters, ijofin 
thac formerly preſentations, inſtirurions andpt e 
tnductions were granted to perions Preaþy-j  G 
terially ordained, and they ſo inveſted werehull! 
deemed legal Incumbents, firſt. fruits andipntc 
ren:hs received from them, "and evthes paidfforn 
to them ; yea they had the very ſame bene-ſthe 
fie of the law to ſue for their eythes andſbut 
profirs, and to ſecure their propriety as {ar 
others had, And certainly the Jaw isjbav 
nor at all aſrered in this caſe; We judge jden 
of the ſeriſe of the law by the uniform exe- |fro! 
cation. any 
5. I beſeech the Reverend Prelatiſts to |of 
conſider whether the principles and praQices |ca!l 
of the late Biſhops do not oblige us to own | offi 
Presbyterian ordination? ſhall we not pive | vec 
occaſion to ſome to account us apoſtarical, | the 
if we (bould ntterlydifown ſuch ordinations | do 
as the Church of E£»g/and bath hitherto | ſpe 
owned ? and moreover if our Reverend | Fu 
Predeceſſors would joyn in communion at | Wi 
the Sacrarents, either formally by their | un 
prefence, or virtually by their approbation | wt 
with thoſe thar were Presbyrterially ordain- | W 
ed, and we ſhall refuſe, do we nor refuſe ro 
communicate with the Church of Exgland? | O01 
vr the generality of che chicf Paſtors, and | dt 
infinite 


[ 
| 
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, injofinite numbers of the members there- w..4a3 
ndþt 2? 

by-j 6. What a lame»table blow would the 
erehuilifying of Presbyterian ordination give _ 
ndþnto the Church of God, eſpecizlly the Re- 
aidformed Churches ® iris well known that in 

ne- [the Reformed Churches their ordination 1s 

ndjþut Presbyterial; no not any better in Den- 

as [ark , or thoſe oiher countries where they 

5}have Superintendents ; for thoſe Superinten- 

ge jden:s have all their authority under Chrift 

e- [from the I7agiſtrate and Prerbyrerie, withour 

any Dioceſans ar all, And moreover ſome 

20 |of thoſe Churches when they had Biſhops, 

es |caſt them ont, and others when they were 

n | offered, refuſed them : yer ir 1s to be obſer- 

e | ved in how preat concord we have lived with 

| | them ſince the Reformation ; and thoſe chic 

s | do now difown them, I would have them F 
o | ſpeak out that the world may know them. 
{ | Further, if the want of Prelatical ordination 
r 


will nnchurch us, then greater fzults will 
| uncharch a people mnch more ; and then 
whae will become both of the Eaſtern and 
. | Weſtern Churches? 
| 7. Will not the nullifying of Predbyrerias 
| | ordination pive ſupport to the bypoctor- 
draick fears of melancholy perſons, leſt fome 
| Tr 


- >. 
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inthe Clergy ſhould .coo much indulge the þ 
unreformed [ntereſt 2 it ts weil known thae | 


Bellarmines great argument apainlt the re. 
formed Charches is hence, becauſe they have 
no legal Biſhops, and therefore no Miniſters, 
and therefore no Sacraments, no Churches , 
now it any a aonpſt us ſhould deny the Pope 
co be Antichriit , and the Papitits 1dcl1ters, 
and acknowledge their Priefis to be trye 
Mintſiers, and their admimſtrations firm, 
bur deny ail the Proteitant Miniſters not 
Prejaticalto be true Miniſters, and their ad- 
miniſtrations valid, who would chiak, e&c. 

8. Whar can be pzined by creating this 
neceſlity of reordination? whether Parſons, 
or people, or Parfonapges 2 not Parſons, for 
ies very obſervable that multitudes will ne- 
ver ſubmit to reordination; and of thoſe 
that do ſubmir, many do it asto an unlawſial 
ehiog on the Impoſers part, though lawful 
on their own part; and therefore they are 
not gained atall; and few other that I can 
hear of, Not many of the people; for its 
moſt certain, thar a huge number of the 
jober people of this nation are much ſaded at 
the loſs of thoſe fairhtul Miniſters that ſub. 
mit not toreordination, and no ſmall num- 
ber ſaded ar thoſe that ſubmit ; fearing that 
they 


ms, 


' Þrhey will prove time-fervers, and turn to 
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'ony thing ; yea the more fiudious fore of 
the Gentry thatread Biſhop Ver , Bi- 
ſhop args &c. obſerve the variations 
from the oi&,way , and ere not well 
pleaſed ; yea wany of the worlt of all 
the people can fee a difference betwixt 
drankards and ſober men , painful 
Preachers and idle drones, Bat then, 
Parſonapes and ather T.ivings be gained, 
there is no doubt : but then where ſhall 


| we find men to deſervethem ? To engrols 


into Plaraliſts bands, and ſettle idle, 
drunken , inſufficient perſons that will 
be content with Ittle more then they de- 


[ ferve, to the ſtarving of poor fon's,is abo- 


minable to God, Anpgeis and men, and 
will gratifie none but the Devil hi :mſelf 
and his oft-ſpring, 

9. What will you do - with thoſe 
multndes of Miniſters that cannot 
ſubmit to reordination? It may be ſaid, 
eiſplace them. Oh what a fad and la- 
mentable work will that be, to ruine 
men , women and children , fo many 
hundreds of families for ehat which is 
diſowned by all the Protcltant Churches ! 
Bur if they preach. in other Churcbes 
free- 
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freely, being maintained either . by their 
own temporalties, or the charity of 


their Chriſtian 'friends , or by renting. 


farms , or the like, what-will you do 
with them then ? (lence chem. Oh 
dreadful work ! what ſilence Chriſts 
Embaſſidors ? whoſe Miniſtry he hath 
ſealed wich..the converſion of ſouls , and 


who have been received as ſuch by Gods 


faichfal people , and the like of whom 
have been alwaies owned in England 
as well as elſewhere. Oh cruelty , 
to rake away the childrens bread and 
ler them ſtarve wich hanger ! bur ſap- 
poſe that they will not be ſilent, bur 
will preach up and down either pub- 
likely or privacely, as they can meet with 
company , what will yon do with them 
then ? impriſon them. Oh ſad fti}}! 
what Jamentable complaints will come 
then daily both into the Court of hea- 
yen, as alſo into the Court on earth ? 
who ſhall maintain ſuch multitudes in 
priſon, 'or their families that while 2 
what general diſatisfation through re. 
lations, friendſhip and common compalli- 
on co honeft men in this ſuffering, will 
this beger > yea what if they preach 

1N 
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in the priſons to the people within and 
withour ? it may be , you will ſay , 
baniſh them: Oh worſe and worſe! 
what , may not one kingdom hold on 
earth , whom one houſe ſhall hold in 
heaven? how many of the Kings moſt 
peaceable, faithful , praying SubjeRs, 
which arethe belt Subjects, will then be 
loſt? how much of the Engliſh treaſure 
will then be tranſported ? ' and whar 
correſpondencies with other natiors , 
and mnltitudes of ſuch inconveniences 
will then follow? Bur it will be the beſt 
_ way to put them to death, On wor ft 
of all ! for how will the cry of their 
blood come up into the ears of rhe 
| Lord ! and the report 5f their hc- 
neſt peaceable lives, and comfortable 
deaths infeR their very enemies , whillt 
they ſee men debauched., lazy , and 
ipnorant in their rooms! Oh that cheſe 
things, written not to provoke any ta 
{tubborneſs, but all ro charity, might well 
be conſidered , eſpccially by thoſe thar 
ſo' contrary to his Majeſties ſweet diſpo- 
tion , and gracious declaration, would 
erample their brechren under their -feet !. 
E 3 10, Who 


ed 
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10. Who can produce any one ſu:able, 
fol:d inlfance of reordination 2 where 
ſhall we find ore perſon for hundreds of 
years reordained , meerly becauſe his 
ordination was by the Presbyterie ? 
verily he that ſhall undertake to produce 
many ſuch inſtances, .and bath accom- 
pliſhed his Herewlcan lebour , ſhall 
be crowned with lawrel by my conſent ; 
bor if ſuch inſtances cannor be produced, 
as I ſuppoſe they cannot, bow then 
ſhall thoſe that fo much venerate AN- 
tiquiry, affeA a novelty ? But it is faid, 
the former ordination was no ordinati- 
on , and therefore there is. no need 
co inſtance in reordinations. Legit be 
confidered, 1, What is id hrs thae 
by ſo many great ones, 2, Produce 
inſtances if you can, of naliifying Pres- 
byterian. ordination , mcerly becauſe 
ſuch, 3. However, what is impoſed, 
1s reord:nation to. us , becauſe we 


dare not dilown our former ordina- 
ti00. 4. However, let us have bur 
the caſe ſtated and debared , that fo 


there may be fatisfaRion cendred' as well 
a5 force I confeſs it bath been mater 
of 


” 
—_ 
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of afmiration to me, that ſo many ſhould 
deny ſuch ordinations, ard yer not one 
man that will write ns one trac for our ſa» 
ay OS 

_ Would not an eccommodation 
by hp great intereſts of whe Nation 


. in this point by ſome general confirma- 


tion, be the moſt proper and. 'profi. 
table way to the Clurch of Gad *? 
7. Hath not the Kings moſt excellent 
Majeſty promiſed moderation , and pros 
ſecuted ir alſo ſomewhat far? And have 
rot the Nobility and Gentry promiſed the 
[:ke, and likewiſe the Clergy ? And 
dothit not become faichful perſons to 
remind. their former declarations =nd 
profeſſions , and tro perform them . 
leaſt ( as his Msjeſty was pleaſed | to 


ſay ro the preſent Parliament ( 
the generations to -come (hould cen- 
ſare them as men of no fideli- 


ty? 2. Have not thote called Prezbyte- 
rians, been as faithful ro his Majeſty as 
any? ard ſuffered under the late uſurped 
powers as. well as any? and were they 
not (in effet } the only inſtruments to 


bring in the Kings intereſt ? when others 
LS 1 durft 
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durſ not ſo much as appear in many p'a- 


ces, for fear of doing more hurt then 


Food : and mult they now be trampied 
under feet by thoſe whom they have 
advanced? and rained by thoſe that they 
have raiſed from their ruines 8. Oh hor- 
rible ingratitude ! 3, Would nor the 
rejecting of this Miniſtry be the caſting 
off the greateſt and molt laſting intereſt 
of the ſober people of theſe Nations, and 
ſo to proceed, what abſolute impolicy ? 
4. And how certain 1s it that ſo long as 
tbere is a conſcientious people in Eng- 
land, there willbe a continuance of this 
imereſt / for what is it that they con- 


tend for, but to unite Monarchy in the _ 


Seate; a Scripcure-diſcipline , a preach- 
ing, powerful, painful, holy Miniſtry, 
ſpiritnal worſhip, and purity with {m- 
plicity of adminiſtration in the Church ? 
5. How many Miniſters, thar in the late 
nnhappy wars were in the Schools , or 
Univerſities, and bave never acted any 
thing againſt excher Kinp or Biſhops , 
bur behaved themſelves peaceably and 
courteoully co all men ;, how eaſily by 
moderation might theſe be gained ? and 

| how 


I_ 
- 
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how quickly and pitifally are they perie- 
rally loſt for want of a due condefcenti- 
on ? ſome moderation wou'd pive life to 
their hopes, thar it were poſfible for 
them to perform the. conditions of their 
defired liberty in the Miniliry , but no 
moderation creates deſpair , 8nd forces 
chem to believe it is 8s good ſuffer ar 
firſt asar laſt , for ſomerhing as tor no. 
thing. 6. What beauty, whar ſtrenpth 
would. an accomodation add to the 
Churca of God? yea and to the civil 
ſtate alſo? and what terrour and amaze- 
ment would it add to the Churches 
enemies? what a ſecurity of mens legal 
propriety, what a promoting of charity, 
preventing of contention , providing 
for immorcal ſouls , rejoycins of hearts; 

would this mutual condeſcention be ? in 
this caſe of ordination , lee the world 
judge whether we have not gone two 
ſteps towards them , and whether 
their one towards us would not units. 
] ſhould add more to this particaiar, but 
| that ic 1s ſoexcellently done already by 
Mr. Corbet 13 bw intereſt of England, fo 
quarreld at, but unanſwered by eat 
Strange Reſpondent L 4 :.How 


Merlin 
de Con- 
cii.Czn, 
CO 


Tn Apo). 
P 357*) 
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12, How commonty hath a general 
Confirmation been uſed to prevent 
contentions about irregular ordinations ? 
if ſuch a confirmation had never been 
planted heretofore , it could not now 
have been expected ; but baving been 
granted in greater provocetions, itisto 
be admired that jt ſhould be denied in 
the leſs. Burt letns proceed co ſome in- 
ſtances. In tbat firſt great Council of 
Nice, it was ordained that the Nowat:- 
ans (though as it is ſaid by ſome, or- 
dained by Presbyters and in a ſchiſm ) 
yet upon their return to the Catholick 
Church , ſhould have reconciliatory 
2.197112, and fo remain inthe Clergy. 
'Thus the Canon runs. $S; qui volnerixt 
verire ad Eccleſiam Catholicam cx No- 
vatiants , placuit ſanto Concilio Neipe- 
BET 844065 (EVERD $7995 Oy KANre ( TECOncalia- 
toria manu impoſition? accepta , faith 
Blonael) ——— Hs wero qui ab iis went- 
wnt , fs forte Epiſcopus fnerit, habeat 
ſacerdotis dignitatew , niſi forte pla- 
ceat Epiſcops Catholico concedere e ctiam 
Epiſcopalts nomints howorem , ſs 4 'ro non 
Placuerit , inveniat & locum, mt ſit in 


pe 


"PSII F 
rochia Coepiſcopns, aut in Clero Preibj- 
r, (in civitate una non Viaeantar dito 
Fpiſcepi eſſe, & ille omnimoao in clero 
ir manere videatur. To the tame purpoſe, 


* 


r ovSht I am fure to the contrary, may - 
e 20plied that of St. Angnſt, concerning (, x:. 
the Dontariſhs, Er cam expeadire hoc vides pilt.Parm:; 
hte Ecclifus ut Prepoſits eornna wventeentes |. 2.C-13, 


d Cathiolicaw ſecietatem honares ſuss 168 
wn aaminiirent , non els tamen tpſo or- 
inationis ſacramento ditrahuntar , ſad 
1mazent ſuper eos, ideoq;, non es in populo 
M415 impouitur , ne non kom [ed i»ſ8 
ſacraments fiat ixjuria ; & fi quando 1gno- 
ranter fit , wee animoſe defenditar faltum, 
ſed corrigitur copnitum , venta facilizs im- 
petrater 3 Des enim miſter non eſ> agiſſenti- 


{1 ont Det ſed parts, Concil, Tlerdin, thus 


determines, Wai contra decreta Canonum 
indtſcrete clericos uſque nun erdinavorunt, 
ers Dominrs fuel anita & Eccleiaſiica cha- 


A ; £2 
| Tit as 19n2{cat ; amoao vero |; 1n tall u\1 pros 


ruperint, decretums Canonum quod Circa e9- 


WEE perſonas ftatutum eſt, id eſt ut nullam 


or dinare jam andeant, obſeruitar ; vel qui 
aeinceps oratrats farerint deponantur ; hi we- 
70 qui taies hatenus ordizat's ſunt mulls tems 


Pure 


De Min. 


Aug. p* 


109, 170, 


Sind. de 


Schiſm. |, 
2.P. 290. 


Unbil, 
Tit. & 


Tt. poſtc. 
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pore promoveantur. Here is rigor enouph; pfbces 
yet no: excluſive of all charity. Yet fur-} Un 
ther I {hall cite a ſtory our of M. /Mafor, ; Eog 
to the extreameſt ſhame of uncharitable- [#9 
nels, Heurpes 2p1inſt the Romaniſts,thar Þ'*%© 
their Bonner , Biſhop of London, Heath £/o"p 
Archb:fhop of York; and Tharlcby Bifhop iſo? 
of Ely, were ordained in a time when | _ 


. both ordainers and ordained were pro- bury 
nounced both KHereticks and Sclhiſmaticks gee 
by rhe Pope of Rowe, and Cardinal Pool, oe 
when Queen Atary came in, Por- _ 
tificis Legatus cum regnum 4 priore | _ 
ſchiſmate ac hareſs abſolviſſet, & Eccleſiz i 
( atholice reconciliaſſet, Epiſcopos ones qui 2 wy 
ſententia religions erant Catholict, in priore POD 
ſchiſmate faflos confirmaret , 1ta pro le- Look 
gitimss habiti ſunt Epiſcopis, The ſame MS 
itory I find in that Teftimonial Writer | i 
Mr. Prys, with two more. . The one is ye 
this, That ſurdry Engliſh FTcholars who Fo 
fled beyond the ſeas to preſerve their liver, | 
liberty and religion, during her (i.e. Yuen | " 
Maries)blo8dy raign, where they recerved or- | - 
dination from Presbyters in many Proteſtant | by: 
Charches of Germany and Genevsh, ED 


w:re not only allowed and preſented to be» | 
nefices | 


1 


! 


« 
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Fx Ffaces as lawf«l Miniſters by 0NY Biſhops 


'Þ Qneen Blizaberhs raign, upon their re- 
; Eogland , withont any reordiuation, but 


Ine or ewoof them maie Biſhops without en) 


be brevious Epiſcopal ordination, and Arch- 
:0/52p Parker himſelf conſecrated by three 
p [8i/D»ps and a Presbyter. The other ſtory 
ns of Theodore Archbiſhop of Canter- 
hury , who coming from Reme, an. 670. | 
confirmed Ceadada ordained before by the 
; [Presbyter Monk of Hy Abby. Tn the Syno- 
dicalEpilile of the Cquncil of Nice,we bave | 
this eminent inſtance of the confirmation 
of thoſe that were ordained by Aelerins, 
who ſacrificed to Idols in time of perſecu- Bt.1.9. 
tion, joyned with the Arriars, and was © 2 4 
. OCTales 
excommunicate of the Church, and (as j, farm. 
| Nicephorms ſaith ) rook his Biſhoprick to tranſlur, 
| himſelf, There remained as yet touching |- 1.C.6.p. 
| the contamacy of. Meletius, and ſuch as he ***: , 
bad advanced to Eccleſraſtical orgers, to be 'Y 
| deter mined of ts, and what the ( onncil de- | 
| creed touching him, this wnacrſtand'; Well 
beloved breth»en, the Council being bent to 
' deal with more clemency towards Melettus 
' then he deſerved (for by juſt judament ke 
{ . 
| was worthy of no pardon) arcreed that he 


ſroald 


: 


N rep, 
hiſt.l x5, 
C. 20, 


; 4%. 2608 
ſhould remain in bu proper City, that he 
ſnould have no authority to make /Minifters, 
0 anthority to advance auy to the Eccleſi-* 
aftical fantlion , neither to appear , nor 
pre/ent himſelf in any other region, or in ax 
other city for thut purpoſe, bug only to ve- 
rain the bare name and title of his cffice and 
aignity. They have decreed farther touch» 
ing ſuch as were entred unto holy oracrs by 
the laying on of his hands, that they after 
confirmation,; with more myſtical laying on 
of hand; ſhould be admitted into the fellow: 
ſhip of the Charch with this condition, that 
they ſhrnld enj iy their dignity and degree of 
the Miniſtry T hey who through the 
grace of God, and the means of your pra)- 
ers were found no maintainers of ſchiſm, but 
contained themſelves within the bounds of 
the Catholich, and Apoſtolick Church, void 
cf all erroneons blewsſh,let theſe have authi= 
rity to conſecrate Iiniſters , to nominate 
ſuch as ſhall be thought worthy of the Clergy, 
and in fine, freely io do all according tothe 
Canon of the Church. Lec me add one 
inſtance more, and that ſhail be of Am- 
philochins , of whom i: is ſtoried, rhar he 
was conſecrated a Biſhop by the Argels, 
| Waich 


_ 
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+ fwbich thing being known, cerzain Biſhops £/ius in 


p 


ji 
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| | toftariced 


ppon him only a ſaſutation and a kiſs ; and 
thus was a doub:tn! ordination confirmed. 


{By all which we fee that goad men and 


great men, Poitticians and Chriſtians 
ave thought ſuch a peneral confirmation 
inthe caſe of doubttul ordinations, both 
[awſul and needful, charitable and profi- 
tabiez and ſurely it may bz imagined that 
when God ſhall give us divinely qualified 
heads, and piouſ]y?perceasble hearts, then 
ſhill we beready to tranſcribe their pre- 
ſidents inco our practices, and draw their 
corfirmaiions into. bealiog 
IMItations. 


without any further conſecration admitted Sentenr. 
him to the Epiſcopal function, beſtowing _ [. 4 


diſt.25. 
F-43:* 


